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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THERE 1s A VERY LEARNED JupGE of the Chancery 
Dirision who, in matters relating to practice and 
pleadings, is somewhat inexorable. It is not long 
dace he refused to restore to the list an action in which, 
wing to the ignorance of a solicitor and his clerk of the 
ttinsfer of the action, the defendant failed to appear at 
the hearing, and judgment was given for the plaintiffs. 
Another case, which has created no little comment in 
lincoln’s-inn, came before the Court of Appeal on 
Monday. The plaintiff, after joining issve and putting 
the defendant to the expense of bringing up all his 

to London, at the hearing ao the objec- 

tion that the defendant had in his pleadings admitted 
‘charge of bribery, inasmuch as his statement of 
defence contained no sufficient denial of that charge 
Within ord. 19, r. 22, Mr, Justice Fry held that no 
fair and substantial answer had been given in the state- 
went of defence to the allegation that the defendant 
ted given a bribo; and that upon the pleadings the 
tiffs were entitled to judgment, with costs, The 


ant’s counsel, who had been taken by surprise by 
the course adopted by the plaintiff's in raising the queation 
*f pleading, asked for leave to amend the statement of 





defence, as the defendant had been under the impression 
that he had in his statement of defence denied giving 
the bribe, and had made an affidavit in the action 
expressly denyingit. Mr. Justice Fry, however, declined 
to allow the amendment, and gave judgment for the 
plaintiffs, with costs. That is, by a technical slip in the 
pleadings—not withstanding that the defendant by affida- 
vit denied giving the bribe—the defendant was to be 
deprived of the opportunity of stating and supporting 
his case and of meeting the charge brought against him. 
As Lord Justice Bramwell, in the course of the argu- 
ment, observed, “The learned judge was willing to 
believe that the defendant had committed perjury 
rather than that any counsel could have made such a 
blunder in his pleading.’’ No one will accuse us of 
advocating a loose compliance with the rules of court, 
but, as Lord Justice Bramwell said, the fine inflicted for 
non-compliance ought always to be proportioned to the 
injury caused by such non-compliance. And we may 
perhaps be allowed to add that a ha’porth of common 
sense is a very good addition to an intolerable deal of 
technical knowledge. 





WE coneraTuLATE the learned counsel who argued for 
the defendants the case of Paul and others v. Summer- 
hayes before the Queen’s Bench Division on Saturday last 
on the fact that he was not before a judge who (like a 
very distinguished judge of the Chancery Division) keeps 
always ready ut the top of his throat the ominous words 
(uttered in a tone only to be expressed by the largest 
italics), “don’t see what there is to be argued!” Since 
Earl of Essex v. Capel (2 Chit. Game Laws App. 1381), 
at all events, there has been ro manner of doubt that, 
to be justifiable, trespass in hunting must be for the 
good of the community. This was the manifest ground of 
the decisions in the old cases where it was held that a man 
might “ justify entering on lands of another to kill a fox 
or an otter, because they are beasts injurious to the 
commonwealth; and even in Gedge v. Minne (2 Bulst. 
60), where the right to pursue foxes into another man’s 
land seems to have been admitted, the justification of the 
defendant that he had heard that “‘a noysome vermin 
called a badger was on the plaintiff's ground,” and 
therefore entered and dug him out, was held bad, for 
that the defendant had not averred that he could not 
have drawn the badger “ either by smoaking him out or 
by using of tarriers.” As Lord Ellenborough said, “‘ We 
cannot make a new law to suit the pleasures and amuse- 
ments of those gentlemen who choose to hunt for their 
diversion. Those pleasures are to be taken only when 
there is the consent of those who are likely to be injured 
by them.” And it is consistent with full appreciation 
of the benefits resulting from hunting to say that this is 
not an unreasonable stipulation. 





SPEAKING WITH GREAT DEFERENCE, we think some 
surprise will be felt at the decision of the majority 
of the Court of Appeal in Niboyeé v. Niboye? on 
Monday. Sir R. Phillimore, as one of the judges 
of the Probate, &c., Division, had held (see 26 
W. R. 603) that the court had no jurisdiction 
to entertain a petition for a dissolution of marriage 
on the ground of adultery and desertion in Eagland 
borg a foreign subject resident in this country 
while employed in the consular service of the country 
in which he is domiciled, The view which has 
hitherto appeared the most reasonable was thus ex- 

by Lord Penzance in Wilsen v. Wilson (20 W. R. 
891, L. R. 2 P. & D, 435):-—“ The only fair and satis- 
factory rule to adopt on this matter of jurisdiction is to 
insist upon the parties in all cases referring their matri- 
monial differences to the courts of the country ia which 
they are domiciled. Different communities have differ. 
ent views and laws matrimonial obligations, 
and a different estimate of the causes which should 
4 
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justify divorce. It is both just and reasonable, 
therefore, that the - differences of married people 
should be adjusted in accordance with the laws of the 
community to which they belong, and dealt with by 
the tribunals which alone can administer those laws. 
An honest adherence to this principle, moreover, will 
preclude the scandal which arises when a man: and 
woman are held to be man and wife in one country and 
strangers in another.” And in Niboyet v. Niboyet this 
view was most ably urged by Lord Justice Brett, who 
pointed out that a suit for dissolution of a marriage 
affected the status of the parties and ought to be recog- 
nized in other countries, and would not be so unless it 
was determined in the courts of the country in which 
they were domiciled; therefore such a suit should not be 
entertained except in the courts of that country. Other- 
wise, he said, the parties would be held to be married in 
one country and unmarried in another; at liberty to re- 
marry in one country and not in another. The status of 
marriage was the legal position of the married parties as 
such and in relation to the community which was inter- 
ested in that relation—that is, the community of which 
they were members, and that was the community in 
which they were domiciled, not that in which they were 
merely living or residing. The country of their mere 
residence was not interested in their married state so 
long as the husband had a domicil elsewhere, for that 
was the country in which both were legally domiciled, 
and it followed that this was the country whose 
courts had jurisdiction. The majority of the court, 
however, held that there was jurisdiction. The 
strongest ground in favour of the view of the majority 
was, no doubt, that given by Lord Justice Cotton, 
who said that the terms of the Act clearly gave juris- 
diction in such cases, and that the inconveniences that 
might arise from the exercise of the jurisdiction, could 
not affect the construction of the Act; whatever the 
difficulties might be they must be removed by legislation. 
But admitting the wideness of the words of the statute, is 
there not much to be said in favour of Lord Justice 
Brett’s view that unless the Act had otherwise enacted, 
the domicil of the subject was, according to the true 
construction of the Act, to be the ground of jurisdiction, 
and that with such domicil the court has jurisdiction, but 
without it has not jurisdiction over foreigners, even 
though one of the parties is an English subject; that 
the statute did not give jurisdiction in matters over 
which, by the comity of nations, English law was not 
to be applied, and though the words of the Act, no doubt, 
are large, general words are not to be extended beyond 
the territorial jurisdiction of the courts of the country ? 








Sir Samuel Martin, formerly one of the Barons of the 
Court of Exchequer, bas rejoined the bench of the Middle 
Temple. Mr. Serjeant Parry has been elected a bencher of 
the same inn. 

An Arizona newspaper gives the following account of the 
execution of legal process in that region: —* William Brazel- 
ton was shot dead last night about two miles south of Tuc- 
son. An inquest was held over the body this morning, and 
the jury declared the killing justifiable. Sheriff Shibell 
testified that he yesterday summoned four men as a posse to 
assist him in the capture of Brazelton; that from reliable in- 
formation in his possession he deemed it necessary to shoot 
him at sight, and so instructed his posse; that on sight of 
him his order was executed, and death followed in about five 


‘© DWELLING-HOUSE” UNDER THE NEW 
REGISTRATION ACT. 


II. 


We now resume the discussion of the 5th section op 
this Act, by which a change has been made in the 
definition of the term ‘‘dwelling-house” for the pm. 
poses of the franchise. We have, in our previous article 
on this subject, briefly touched upon the history of th 
legislation and decisions prior to the Representation of 
the People Act. We now propose to discuss as briefly ay 
possible the decisions upon the definition of “ dwelling. 
house ” in that Act, and the difficulties arising from thay 
definition ; and having done so we shall be in a 

to consider the bearing and effect of the new definition. 
contained in the section we are discussing. 

The question was raised several times whether the. 
definition of ‘‘ dwelling-house”’ in the Representation 
of the People Act was intended to alter the old law with 
regard to structural severance. Among the most im. 
portant cases on the subject are Z'hompson v. Ward 
and Ellis v. Burch (L. R. 6 C. P. 327), and Boon y, 
Howard (22 W. R. 535, L. R. 9 C. P. 277). In each of 
these cases the court was equally divided. In the former 
case the claimant occupied only one room in a house, 
He occupied that room exclusively, but the passage and 
staircase, and the conveniences, consisting of a privy and 
ashpit, were common to all the tenants. Willes, J., in 
a very forcibly-reasoned judgment, held that the defini. 
tion of ‘‘ dwelling-house” in the Representation of the 
People Act did not do away with the necessity for 
structural severance, the definition being only declaratory 
of the common law according to which a part of a house 
is not a dwelling-house unless there be such a severance, 
Bovill, C.J., and Keating, J., held that the definition 
was intended to do away with the necessity for structural 
severance, and that the room did constitute a separate 
dwelling-house within the meaning of the Act. Brett, 
J., based his judgment on the fact that the room was 
not occupied as a separate dwelling-house because it hat 
not all the elements of a separate dwelling-house, inas. 
much as certain matters necessary to its occupation asa 
dwelling-house were occupied in common with the other 
inhabitants of the house. The words ‘‘ separate dwelling 
house” according to the view held by Bovill, C.J., and 
Keating, J., only meant that the occupation of the part 
of the house must not be joint, but, as Brett, J, 
pointed out, this is to give them no meaning at all, 
because in the enacting section it is provided that no 
person shall be qualified by reason of the joint occupation 
of a dwelling-house. 

We have in our previous article called attention to the 
difficulty which the provisions relating to the lodger 
franchise appear to us to throw in the way of the con- 
struction of the definition of the term ‘‘ dwelling-house” 
which commended itself to Bovill, C.J., and Keating, J. 
It seems to us that this construction really merges the 
lodger in the householder. There has been considerable 
discussion on the question who is a lodger, and no doubt 
it is possible to construct a definition of “ lodgings” 
which shall prevent any actual conflict between the defi- 
nition of a house as expanded to mean any room or 
rooms in a house and the provisions as to the lodger 
franchise. It has been suggested that a lodger is @ 
person who occupies a room in a house, his dwelling 
being thus as it were a sub-dwelling embraced in 
another’s, in which his landlord dwells or over which his 











minutes. He had upon his person two belts full of cartridges, 
two revolvers, and one Spencer gun, the mask used in rob- 
beries, a pair of ear-rings, a gold watch, &. C. R. Drake, 
assistant postmaster, testified that he put in a registered 
package these same ear-rings, and that they went out *. the 
same mail that was robbed on the last day of July at Point 
Mountain. The sight of the body, loaded down with arms, 
the mask heretofore described by stage yomengne as well as 
his size and dress, impressed every one who looked at them 
in the court house this morning that the right man had been 


landlord reserves some control. But it has never seemed 
to us that this is a reasonable view, and we have always © 
thought that the reasoning of Willes, J., who rej 

this limitation of the word “‘ lodger,” was far more con- 
clusive than that of Bovill, O.J., and Keating, J., who 
appear to have accepted it, as in fact they were bound to 
do, by the interpretation they gave \to the word “ dwell- 
ing-house.” It seems to us absurd to say that a room 
which would be a dwelling-house according to the judg~ 





properly killed,”’ 


ments of Bovill, C.J., and Keating, J., if the landlord 
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not dwell in the house, would become a mere lodging if 
the landlord dwelt in the house. It is absurd that in 
the one case any value should be sufficient, but in the 
other the room must be of the annual value of £10. 
Moreover, the definitions in the new Act seem entirely to 
do away with any such distinction, as lodgings are now 
defined to be any apartments in a dwelling-house quite 
irrespective of whether the landlord lives there or lets 
all the apartments. The cases of Cuthbertson v. Harris 

R. 4 0. P. 525) and Cuthbertson v. Butterworth (17 
W. R. 465, L. R. 4 C. P. 523), which we have not space 
to discuss, further illustrate the confusions and difficulties 
that arise with reference to the distinction between 
lodgings and dwelling-house if the rule as to structural 
severance is departed from. 

Brett, J., suggested that the true construction of the 
definition in the Representation of the People Act was 
that, though there need not be a structural severance, 
there must be a practical separation of the thing occu- 
pied from the rest of the house. It seems to us that it 
might not unreasonably be contended that the definition 
is satisfied where, though not structurally severed, the 

of the house occupied lies together, so as to form a 
definite unity containing the essential characteristics of 
a house in itself, and separately occupied in the manner 
ofahouse. It seems to us that this view would exclude 
the possibility of a single room or one room on one floor 
and another on another forming a dwelling-house. This 
question, under the Representation of the People Act, did 
not practically prove to be of so much importance as 
might be supposed, because the necessity for a separate 
tating of the part of the house prevented its frequently 
~y single rooms not being generally separately 
tated. 

Having thus briefly alluded to the history of the old 
definition, let us look at the new definition. It is to be 
observed that the words now are not “occupied as a 
separate dwelling,” but “‘ occupied separately as a dwell- 
ing.” Now, it seems to us probable that the intention 
was to enact that structural severance should not be 
necessary, but, if so, why not have said so expressly ? 
It appears most strange that persons framing an Act of 
Parliament, with all the discussion that this question has 
caused present to their minds, should not, if they meant 
to put an end to the question as to structural severance, 
have used the plainest words on the subject. “ Occupied 
separately ’’’ most naturally means that the occupation 
shall not be joint, but it may, perhaps, without a very 
great strain, be made to mean that the thing occupied 
must be separate. If the words must receive the former 
eonstruction, then the difficulty we have adverted to 
will arise as to the distinction between lodgings and a 
part of a house, and if a single room is part of a house 
within the section, then the very same thing substantially, 
which under one section is required to be of £10 value 
to give a qualification, under another section need be of 
no particular value. With all these difficulties obviously 
presenting themselves, we are astonished that the framers 
of the Act, if they meddled with them at all, should not 
have dealt with them more explicitly. It was held in 
relation to the definition of house in the Representation 
of the People Act that a separate assessment must be 
made as against the occupier of the part of the house: 
(Cuthbertson v. Harris). But, with regard to the rating 
Tequired by the Reform Act, it was held in Wright v. 
Town Clerk of Stockport (5 M. & G. 33) that, when a 
factory was let off in separate rooms, the landlord re- 
taining one, and the landlord and other occupiers were 
entered in the occupiers’ column of the rate-book, the 
factory being assessed as a whole at £129, there was a 
sufficient rating of each occupier for the purposes of the 
qualification. The court said that all being jointly rated, 
each claimant was rated for the whole, and consequently 
for the part he himself ocoupied. The same kind of 
tating would of course satisfy the rating required by 
the 8rd section of the Representation of the People Act. 
Consequently, now that by the new definition the 








necessity for separate assessment.of the part of the 
house is omitted, if the overseers choose to insert the 
names of the occupiers of the separate rooms in the 
occupiers’ column of the rate-book, that would appear 
to be a sufficient rating without each room being 
separately assessed. This would, as it seems to us, 
practically do away with the lodger franchise and con- 
vert lodgers into householders. 

It seems to us that an alteration of such a nature as 
we have been discussing forms no legitimate part of a 
Registration Act. It is not improbable that in practice 
occupiers of single rooms will not, in many cases, get 
rated in any form, and, if so, the matter may not assume 
very formidable proportions after all; but we think that 
the result of the legislation on the subject, taken as a 
whole, is a discreditable muddle. It has occurred to us 
that possibly the most reasonable solution of the question 
would be found somewhere on the lines of the suggestion 
made by Brett, J., to which we have alluded, viz., that 
the part of a dwelling-house intended by the definition 
must be a part of a dwelling-house of such a nature as 
to involve the presence of the substantial part of the 
elements ordinarily connoted by the term “house,” 
though no structural severance may be necessary. A 
room, or two rooms in different parts of the house, would 
not do so; but—exempli gratid—a set of rooms lying all 
on one side of the entrance-hall, and approached by a 
separate staircase, might perhaps do so. In any case, 
it seems to us monstrous that, in the face of the provi- 
sion as to value with regard to the lodger franchise, one 
room should be held to be a house. 








THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1877. 
Poutce AND ConsTABULARY. 


Tue police and constabulary force for the whole of 
England and Wales consisted in the year ending the 29th 
of September, 1877, of 30,016 men, being 297 more than 
in the previous year. The total number gives one for 
every 818 of the estimated population for the middle of 
the year. In the previous year the police and constabu- 
lary numbered one for every 815 of the estimated popu- 
lation. As regards the numbers of each rank the return 
showsthat these 30,016 men consisted of four commissioners 
and assistant-commissioners, four district and inspecting 
superintendents, 56 chief constables of counties, 165 
head constables of boroughs, 526 superintendents, 968 
inspectors, 3,119 sergeants, 24,270 constables, 434 addi- 
tional constables, and 470 detective officers. Of the 
total number before stated it appears that 8,404 were 
constables of boroughs ; 10,478 were county constables, 
10,336 Metropolitan Police, and 798 City of London 
Police. The total cost of the police for the year ending 
the 29th of September, 1877, amounted to £2,902,635, 
being an increase of £53,562 as compared with the pre- 
vious year. The amount was expended ‘ts follows:— 
$2,247,241 in salaries and pay; £71,704 in allowances 
and contingent expenses; £180,702 in clothing and 
accoutrements; £101,995 in superannuations and 
gratuities; £48,183 in horses, harness, forage, &c. ; 
£207,791 in station-house charges, printing, stationery, 
&c., and £45,019 in other miscellaneous charges. In 
addition to the amount above stated for superannuations 
and gratuities, there were paid out of the superannuation 
funds of the different forces, £34,937 in boroughs ; 
£42,472 in counties; £34,958 out of the Metropolitan 
Police Fund ; and £7,795 out of the City of London 
Police Fund ; making a total of £222,157 paid for super- 
annuations and gratuities, or £16,455 more than in the 
previous year. The average cost per man is £96 l4s., 
consisting of £74 17s. 4d. for salaries and pay, and 
£6 0s. 4d. for clothing and accoutrements. This average 
is an increasing item, having been 16s. 8d. less in the 
previous year, and £8 1s. Id. less in the year ending in 
September, 1871. To the £2,902,635 expended in 
providing police and constabulary, the public revenue 
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contributed £1,152,938 in aid of- borough, county, and 
metropolitan police. The City of London bears the 
whole cost of its own police. -,;° * 4 

The total number of d@predators, offenders, and sus- 
pected persons at large, so far as known to the police, 
amounted to 40,860, as against 40,968 in the previous 
year. The estimated total. ntymber “of the criminal 
classes is 74,491, consisting of ‘the before-mentioned 
40,860 at large, 18,631 im local ‘prisons, 10,220 in con- 
vict prisons, and 4,778 in reformatories. In the previous 
year the estimated number of the criminal classes was 
215 less. There were 4,112 houses of bad. character, as 
against 4,232 in the previous year. : 

In the number of indictable offences not summarily 

of, committed in each district, there is an in- 

crease on that of the previous year. The number of such 
offences so far as known to the police was 50,843 in the 
year ending the 29th’ of September, .1877, as against 
49,320 in the previous year, being an increase of 1,523. 
In respect of these 50,843 offences, 23,545 persons were 
apprehended, as against 23,292 persons for 49,320 
offences in the previous year, The proportion of appre- 
hensions appears to be gradually reducing itself; last 
year the percentage was 463, which is lower than any 
previous year, and in 1863 the percentage was 58.2, 
which is stated to be higher than ever before that time 
or since. Of the total number of persons apprehended, 
it appears that 5,565 were discharged for want of evi- 
dence, and 1,385 for want of prosecution ; 136 were dis- 
charged on bail to appear if required ; 1,797 were bailed 
for trial; 53 were committed for want of sureties, and 
14,609 were committed for trial. 

The following table shows the numbers of the several 
descriptions of the principal indictable offences 
pp in the year ending the 29th of September, 


Murder. ° . ° . . 138 
Attempts to murder . ° ° ° 81 
Shooting at, wounding, &c. . ° 832 
Manslaughter . ° . ° ° 239 
Concealment of birth . ° ° . 131 
Unnatural offences . ° . ° 154 
Rape . . ° ; . % ° 224 
Assaults with intent . ° ° ° 376 
Assaults . ° ° ° . ° 641 
Burglary and house-breaking . . 2,342 
Breaking into shops, warehouses, &c. . 1,597 
Robbery and attempts with violence . 525 
Cattle stealing . ° . . 56 
Horse stealing . P ° ° ° 264 


Sheep stealing . ° . . . 198 
Larcenies, &c. . ° ° » 36,434 


The 50,843 offences committed in 1877 are classed as 
follows :—Offences against the person, 3,006; offences 
against property, with violence, 4,566; offences against 
property, without violence, 40,598; malicious offences 
against property, 360; forgery and offences against the 
currency, 706; and offences not included in the above 
classes, 1,607. In respect of the 3,006 offences 
against the person, it appears that 3,252 persons were 
apprehended, 688 of whom were discharged, leaving 
2,564 who were held on bail or committed. In respect 
of the 4,566 offences against property, with violence, 
2,106 were apprehended, 525 were discharged, and 1,581 
held to bail or committed. For 360 malicious offences 
against property, 347 persons were apprehended, of whom 
128 were discharged, and 219 held to bail or committed. 
In respect of the 42,911 offences coming under the 
other three classes, 17,840 persons were apprehended. 
In respect of the 50,843 indictable offences, there 
was a total of 16,695 persons who were held to 
bail or committed, being a percentage of 32°6 of the 
whole. In the previous year the percentage was 33°2 
and the highest percentage appears to have been 37°4 in 
the year 1861-2. It is estimated that about 75 per cent. 
of these 16,595 would be convicted. 

The total number of persons proceeded against 











summarily in the fear ending the 29th of September. 


1877, was 653,053, of whom 519,839 were convicted 
As compared with the previoug_ 


and 133,214 discharged. 
year, there is a decrease of 


8,560 in the total number 
proceeded 


these 519,839 offenders were as follows:—104,147 were 
committed to prison,for terms ranging from fourteen 
days and under to six months, and over, gnd to reforma- 
tories and industrial schools; 358,053 were fined ; 1,333 


were whipped; 19,239 were orderéd to find -sureties; -: 


3,771 were delivered up to the army or navy, and 
33,296 had other punishments awarded to them. Those 
committed are 20 per cént of. the total number: Under 
the head of stealing and attempts to steal,’there were 
41,645 persons proceeded against and summarily dealt 
with by justices, as against 39,482 in the previous year, 
For malicious offences and wilful ddmage and,trespass, 
23,242 were summarily dealt with, as against 23,103 in 
the previous year; and for assaults, 94,565 were summarily 
dealt with, as against 100,422. For offences against 
the game-laws, there were 13,521 persons summarily 
dealt with in 1876-7, and 13,315 in 1875-6. Those 
proceeded against summarily for other offences dealt 
with by justices numbered 406,020 in 1876-7, and 
407,264 in 1875-6, These figures show that the num. 
ber of persons convicted on summary proceedings bore 
the proportion of 79°6 per cent. of the total number 
summarily proceeded against. Of the total number 
proceeded against summarily, and apprehended for in- 
dictable offences, it appears that 305,250 were of previous 
good character, that the character of 120,870 was 
previously unknown, and that 250,476 were known 
thieves, or suspicious or bad characters. Those of pre- 
vious good character were 46°5 per cent. of the whole 
number, 
APPEALS AGAINST Justices’ ConvICTIONS. 

The number of appeals against the decisions of 
justices in summary proceedings in the year 1877 was 
172, as against 165 in 1876. In 1877, 62 of the appeals 
were in cases of bastardy orders; in 34 of these the con- 
victions were affirmed, and in 28 quashed. Of the re- 
maining 110 appeals, it appears that in 69 cases the con- 
viction was affirmed, and in 41 quashed. In 1876 the 
appeals in cases other than bastardy were only 46. The 
summary convictions in 1877, exclusive of those in 
bastardy cases, were 519,839, and consequently there 
was one appeal for every 4,739, and one reversal of 
judgment for every 12,599 of the convictions. In the 
previous year there was one appeal for every 4,943 con- 
victions, and one reversal of judgment for every 8,732 
of the convictions, In the cases of disobeying bastardy 
orders in 1877, there was one appeal for every 52, and one 
reversal of judgment for every 117 of the convictions. 


Coroners’ Returns. 

It appears from these returns that 26,287 inquests 
were held by coroners in the year 1877 as against 
26,845 in the previous year. The verdicts in the several 
cases were as follows :— 


Murder , . ° é P ‘ 199 
Manslaughter . . , ° . 166 
Justifiable homicide . J é e 4 
Suicide or self-murder ° ‘ - 1,636 
Accidental death ° é ° . 11,194 
Injuries, causes unknown . ° ° 308 
Found dead. ‘ , . 8,100 
Executed . P e ° ° 25 


Natural death— 
From excessive drinking : . 457 
Disease aggravated by neglect ’ 164 
Want, cold, exposure, &c, . ° 278 
Other causes . . . e . 


Nov. 28, 1878, 
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against\in the year under notice, following aq _ 
increase of 11,786 in 1875.6. ‘The total number con. 
victed shows a decrease of 7,076., In 1875-6 there wag . 
an increase of 14,490. The punishments awarded to 
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this total are comprised no less than 7,745 infants of 

At geand under, of’ which number né fess than 4,709 

«9 less than one year old. The total costs of coroners’ 

including the salaries and travelling allowances 

coroners, was £85,846 13s. 9d,,-being an average of 

45g, 8d. for each inquest. The average: costs of in- 
is for the last 17 years Ras been about £3 1s. 6d. 


Rebtews. . 


: REAL -PROPERTY. 


4 Concrse AQRIDGMENT OF THE Law or Reau Property. 
By Joseru A. SHEARWOOD, Barrister-at-Law. London: 
Stevens & Son. : ; 

This book is one*which may prove useful to students 
in preparation for examinations, but might have been 
adered much “more BY and, above all, more reliable, 

theexpenditure ‘of a little additional time and trouble. 

It is cast for the most part into the shape rather of a 
qllection of notes than of a connected treatise; and at 
times the writer even grudges the words necessary to 

to the learner the meaning of his text, which 
sands in a form quite as likely to convey an erroneous 
wa correct representation, There are also not a few 
nisleading slips of the pen and misprints throughout the 
took, Apart from this slovenliness in detail, the work 

is fairly correct in its subject-matter, and it covers a 
god deal of ground in a small space. Mr. Shearwood, 
however, might sometimes have economized his space 
dill further without disadvantage. For example, the 
tllowing sentence might for -all purposes as well have 
ten omitted, if the author was not disposed to find out 
the law on the subject : “In a mortgage of the property, 
firtures will be included and need not be registered under 
the Bills of Sale Act, as they cannot be taken ion 
ofapart from the land; but it has lately been decided 
that in the event of bankruptcy the title of the trustee 
wil prevail over that of the mortgagee in regard to the 
fixtures unless he has registered them. However, another 
ag more recent appears contradictory, and the law on 
this point is unsettled.” Naturally there is not much 
reference to cases in a work of this nature. We notice, 
however, that among those which are mentioned, Noble 
+. Willock is cited without any intimation that it went 
tothe House of Lords; and the effect of Cornwell v. 
Mackrill (which certainly might well have been omitted 


allogether) is incorrectly put. 








DIARY. 


Taz Lawyer’s Companion AND Diary, AND LONDON AND 
Proveycran Law Directory ror 1879, wirn Tanizs 
or Costs, &c. Edited by Joun Tompson, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law. 33rd Annual Issue. Stevens & 
Sons; Shaw & Sons. 


We speak from some experience when we say that 
this publication is almost indispensable to the lawyer. 
We have used it for many years and have never had any 
‘omplaint to make of it more scrious than some won- 
der at the extreme hatred shown by the printers of 
part 2 to the use of capital letters, We suppose 
‘tconomy of space is the motive; but we do not know 
‘where else we can see in print a montion of “gt 
Yarmouth, ipswich, bury, norwich & middx sess.” The 

ion given is extremely useful, and, so far as we 
have tested it, very accurate. A better book of the kind 
‘ould hardly be imagined. 


Parrringr & Coopgr’s Aynvat Diary ror 1879. 
Partrings & Coorzr’s Foto Diary ror 1879. 
These are extremely well arranged, cheap, and useful 
diaries, The size of the “ Annual Diary ’’ is adapted to 
@ereonal notes and accounts, and the paper used is very 
@gteeable for writing upon. 


en 





THE BIL&S OF SALE ACT, 18738. 


Tue Bus or Satz Acr, 1878, witu Norzs, ann an Ine 
TRODUCTION CONTAIN|NG 4 Conciss SraTeMENT oF THE 
Generat Law or Brzs or Sarz,? By H. M. R. Pops, 
Barrister-at-Law. H, Swed”. . 

Tue Brits or Sarz Act, 1878, wien PRECEDENTS, AND AN 
Errrome or THE Liw a5 Afrecrep by THE Act. By 
Henzert Rexp, Barrister-at-Law: Waterlow Brothers 
& Layton. : a 
There are three differenf modes of annotating Acts of 

Parliament. One is to append a note to every section, 

whether it needs explanation or not—an ingenious idea 

of recent introduction. Other writers, without at- 
tempting this lofty design, content themselves with 
using the sections as. pegs on which to hang 
little disquisitions on the law, without any par- 
ticular regard to their relevancy. And; lastly, other 
writers- confine themselves to such explanations as are 
likely to be practically useful to the professional reader. 

Mr. Pope’s book belongs to the last class. It is very 

unpretending, opportune, and useful. In his notes the 

author makes an honest attempt to grapple with the 
difficulties of this rather crude specimen of legislation ; 


‘ and, although we cannot say the book is quite free from 


mistakes, it is evidently, on the whole, the result of 
careful consideration of the Act. The summary of the 
changes effected, given in the introduction, needs revi- 
sion. It is not correct to say that the effect of section 7 
is that the provisions of the former part of that section 
are “‘ already in operation.” They are only in operation as 
regards questions arising under any bankruptcy, &c., 
‘which shall take place after the commencement of the 
Act.” Nor, we think, is there any ground for Mr. Pope’s 
suggestion (p. 11) that trade-machinery, as defined in 
section 5, is not to be deemed personal chattels only 
when assigned together with a freehold or leasehold 
interest in the land or building to which it is affixed. 
The last clause of section 5 seems to be perfectly explicit 
on this point. There are other slight inaccuracies which 
will doubtless be rectified in the next edition. The 
book, however, may be recommended to our readers. 

Mr. Reed's book does not fall within the ‘‘ note to 
every section”’ class, but it has nevertheless a certain 
affinity to it. For to the preamble, “ Whereas 
it is expedient to consolidate and amend the law 
relating to bills of sale of personal chattels,’ Mr. 
Reed deems it necessary to append a note in which he 
says that “the preamble is said to be, as it were, a key 
to the understanding of a statute . . and should 
be looked at in order to ascertain the effect of the 
repeal of the former law.” But the work certainly falls 
within the second class mentioned above. Mr. Reed tells 
much more than the reader wants to be told, and he 
does not always tell accurately what the reader does 
want toknow. For instance, to section 2, which pro- 
vides that the Act shall come into operation on the Ist 
of January, 1879, there is appended a note stating that 
“ the application of the Actis confined to bills of saleexe 
cuted on or after the Ist of January, 1879,” &e., without 
any reference here to the important exception insection 7. 


STAMP DUTIES. 


Tastes or Sramp Dvurres rrom 1815 ro tas Present 
Timez, &. By W. A. Cormezr, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Haynes. 


Conveyancers owe Mr. Copinger a debt of gratitude 
for his valuable Index to Precedents ia Conveyancing; and 
we think the little book now before us will add to their 
obligations. Mr. Copinger gives, first of all, an abstract 
of the Stamp Act, 1870, with the special regulations 
affecting conveyances, mortgages, and settlements in 
full, He then presents in a tabular form the ad valorem 
stamp duties on conveyances, mortgages, and settle- 
ments, payabla in England from the Ist of September, 
1815, to the 10th of October, 1850, and then tables of 
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ad valorem duties payable on the three classes of 
instruments since the last mentioned date, and at the 
present time; arranged very clearly in columns. We. 
cannot pretend to have checked the figures, but those 
we have looked at are correct; and we think this little | - 
book ought to find its way into a good many chambers 


and offices. 





General Correspondence. 


POWERS OF PERPETUAL COMMISSIONERS 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I generally read witb much satisfaction all that 


falls from the learned and active Master of the Rolls, 


but I was sorry to notice his remarks in the case of 
Blackmur v. Blackmur in respect of the extent of the 
powers of perpetual commissioners, and I go along with 
you in most that you said in your article on the subject 
last Saturday. Ihave an idea that the learned judge 
supposed that the proposition was that the commissioners 
could not take an acknowledgment out of the district 


mentioned in their commission, nor concerning property 
not in the same district; but this, as you pointed out, 
is not so, for the lady making the acknowledgment may 
live anywhere in the world, and the property may be 
anywhere in England, and all that is required is that 
the lady must come within the district assigned to the 
commissioner. 

I feel that I have no more power to take an acknow- 
ledgment out of the county of Lancaster (my commission 
limiting me to Lancashire), than 1 have to swear an 
affidavit out of the county of Lancaster and the four 
adjoining counties (my commission limiting me to those 
five counties). 

A fortnight ago I took an acknowledgment of two 
ladies, one residing in Liverpool and the other in York- 
shire, in respect of property in Lancashire, and a day or 
two ago I took an acknowledgment of a lady residing in 
Cheshire in respect of property in Cheshire. 

In both cases the ladies could, at the same time, 
have acknowledged a dozen other deeds relating to 
property in a dozen other counties, and all might have 
been contained in one certificate, or in several certifi- 
cates, as might be deemed most convenient. 

During a long practice I have never taken an 
acknowledgement out of Lancashire, but I have taken 
acknowledgments relating to property in almost every 
county in England. 

As far as I can see, the Lord Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas appoints commissioners to localities where 
it is shown to him that a commissioner is needed, and only 
to that extent, so as to make it an acceptable appointment 
to those who are favoured with it; and I should look 
with great jealousy upon any commissioner who left his 
own domain to poach upon mine. 

A Liverpoot PerprervaL ComMissionER. 

Liverpool, Nov. 20. 


[We are glad to have our opinion backed up by the 


long experience and authority of our correspondent.— 
Ed. 8. J.J 





MATTHEW v. NORTHERN ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—On reading the case of Matthew vy. Northern 
Assurance Company in last week's Wurxiy Reronrzn, I 
find it stated that thongh the company is placed “ on 
the footing of an ordinary debtor,” they were not en. 
titled, on having several claimants to moneys payable by 
them on a policy of insurance, to pay such moneys into 
court under the Trustee Relief Acts, Would not section 


them todo so? The latter portion expressly enagts; 
the debtor may, if he thinks fit, pay the same “ into 
High Court of Justice under and in conformity 


provisions of the Acts for the relief of trustees,” 





NEW ZEALAND. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal, | 
Sir,—Perhaps one of your readers would kindly infoy 
me whether there is an opening in New Zealand for a solic. 
tor, and, ifeo, what is the best town to go to. I ask 
behalf of a man of ~~ promise and good profession 
prospects in this country, but who has just been told by}iy 
physician that he must seek a better climate if he wouj 
escape from consumption. A Barristgr, 





————B 





Cases of the Geek. 


AppraL—Sercurity ror Costs OrpeRED—FAILure » 
Give Securiry—Motion To Dismiss APPEAL FOR Want op 
ProsEcuTION—SEcURITY AFTERWARDS GIvEN—Costs 9» 
Motion—Orp. 58, rR. 15.—In a case of In ve Baumy 
application was made to the Court of Appeal (James, Bag. 
gallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.) to dismiss a ban 
appeal for want of prosecution. On the 26th of June las 
the Court of Appeal (vide 26 W. R. 890, 22 Soxtcrrons’ 
JouRNAL, 683) ordered that the deposit of £20, which had 
been paid on the setting down of the appeal, should be in. 
creased to £70, and that the proceedings on the appet 
should be stayed until the additional deposit had bem 
made. On the 4th of November the additional deposit hat 
not been made, and the respondent served on the appellant 
a notice of motion to dismiss the appeal for want of prose. 
cution. On the same day the Court of Appeal gave notice 
thatthe first day for the hearing of bankruptcy appeals would 
be the 14th of November, it having been originally fixed in 
the published list for the 7th of November. On the 13th 
of November the appellant made the additional deposit and 
gave notice of his having done so to the respondent. Qn 
the 14th of November the motion to dismiss came on tobe 
heard. It was admitted that the only question was who 
was to pay the costs of it. It was urged on behalf of the 
appellant that, before giving the notice of motion, the 
respondent’s solicitor ought to have written to the appel- 
lant’s solicitor stating that he should move to dismiss the 
appeal unless the additional deposit was at once made, and 
that no harm bad been done by the delay, the payment 
having been made before the first day on which the appest 
could have been heard. The court held that the respond- 
ent was justified in giving the notice, and ordered that the 
appellant should pay the costs of the motion, adding that 
ae could not be heard until those costs bad been 
paid. 





Practice—Appine Inquiries DURING PROSECUTION OF 
JuDGMENT—WitFuL Deravtt—Jupicature Act, 1873, & 
24, sus-secTION 7—OrD. 33—CoNSOLIDATED ORDERS OF 
Court or CHANCERY, ORD. 35, RB. 19.—In a case of Jn re 
Cowley, before the Court of Appeal on the 13th inst., the 
question was raised whether the court has now, under order 
83, the jarisdiction which it formerly possessed under rale- 
19 of order 35 of the Consolidated Orders of the Conrt of 
Chancery, when in the prosecution of a. decree or order it 
appeared to the judge expedient that further accounts 
should be taken or farther inquiries made, to order the 
same to be taken or made accordingly. In the particular 
case the court (Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay and Thesiger, 
L.JJ.) refused to add, as they were asked to do, new’ 
inquiry to the judgment. at Jessel, M.R., said he 
thonght there conld be no reasonable doubt that under the 
present rules the court bad the same power as before to: 
add inquiries during the prosecution of a judgment. By 
the old rule the power was given only in the prosecution 
of a decree or order, and the object of the new order 33 
was to extend the power, and to enable the court to direct 
inquiries before judgment, and thie power was not oub- 
down by the word “ notwithstanding.” And, reference 





25, sub-section 6, of the Judicature Act, 1873, enable 


having been made in the course of the argument to the 
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decision of Jessel, M.R., in Job v. Job (26 W. R. 206, L. R. 
Ch. D. 563) and Mayer v. Murray (26 W. RB. 690, L. R. 8 
@h, D. 424), both Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay, L.J., said that 
they desired to be understood ag reserving their opinion 
whether the Judicature Act has made any differenco in the 
old practice with regard to wilful default, which question 
Jossel, M.R., said that he did not intend to conclude by 
what he said in Job v. Job. 


DrvorcE—JvURIsDICTION—FoREIGNER—Domicii.~ On the 
48thinst., the Court of Appeal at Westminster (James, Brett, 
and Cotton, L.JJ.) decided, in a case of Niboyet v. Niboyet, a 

jon of great importance with regard to the jurisdic- 
et the Divorce Division over foreigners resident, but 
not domiciled, in this country. The arguments in the 
were heard in Lincoln’s-inn in July last. The peti- 

tion was filed by a wife against her husband, praying for 
adissolution of the marriage, or any other relief to which 
the might be entitled, on the ground of the husband's 
geet coupled with desertion, for upwards of two years. 
The wife was a British subject, and the marriage took place 
at Gibraltar. The husband was a French subject, and had 
not acquired a domicil inthis country. But he had resided 
for some years in England, in the capacity of French 
consul, and was residing there when the petition was filed. 
The adultery and desertion took place in England. Under 
these circumstances, Sir R. Phillimore held (26 W. R. 
683, L. R. 3 P. D.52) that the court had no jurisdiction 
in the suit, and accordingly dismissed it. ‘The Court 
of Appeal was divided in opinion~James and Cotton, L.JJ., 
holding that the court had jurisdiction, and Brett, L.J., 
ageing with Sir R. Phillimore that it had none. James, 

J,, said that, in order to support the jurisdiction, it was 
mough that it should appear that the wife was entitled to 
some relief on her petition, without going the length of 
faying that the court could dissolve the marriage. Before 
the Divorce Act of 1857, the injured wife could have cited the 
adulterous husband before the bishop of the diocese for a di- 
yorce a mensa et thoro. The jurisdiction of the Ecclesiastical 
Qourt as a Court Christian was a jurisdiction over all 
Christians who had become by baptism members of the 
@atholic Church, and had nothing to do with the original 
tationality or the acquired domicil of the parties. The 
Act of 1857, which created the Divorce Court, provided 
that “all jurisdiction vested in or exercised by the Eccle- 
fiastical Courts in England shall belong to and be vested 
in” the Divorce Court. Before the Act passed, if these 
facts had occurred in England, and the wife had applied to 
the bishop of the diocese for such relief in the matter as it 
was competent to him to give, was it possible to conceive 
that he could have declined jurisdiction? But, though an 
lish court would not lose its jurisdiction because the 

party was born beyond the limits of its territorial 
jutisdiction, yet the English court ought not to exercise 
its jurisdiction in the case of a Frenchman whose matri. 
monial home was abroad, and whose ixfidelity occurred 
in this country in the course of a casual visit; in such 
§ case the proper court won)d, no doubt, be a French 
@ourt. The facts stated here would have consti- 
tuted a ‘matrimonial matter” in England, the juris- 
diction over which would have been vested in the 
English Ecclesiastical Court, but that jurisdiction was now 
Yested in the Divorce Court. But his lordship went on to 
tay that he thought the same considerations were sufficient 
to dispose of the question whether the court could decree a 
dissolution of the marriage. The preamble of the Act stated 

it was passed “to constitute a court with exclusive 
iction in matters matrimonial in England, and with 

ty in certain cases to decree a dissolution of marriage,” 

His lordship understood this to mean that there was such a 
iction in all matters matrimonial in England. And 
this view was confirmed by section 27 of the Act, which in 
terms provided that it should be lawful for any 

nd and for any wife to petition for a dissolution of 
Marriage on the ener there specified. The general words 
Were, no doubt, limited by the object and purview of the 
but that was declared to be “ matrimonial matters in 
and,” and beyond that limitation his lordship was unable 
tofind in the Act any limitation by reason of which the 
ction could be in such a case declined. There would 

no violation of the comity of nations in legislation 

8 With personr—natives or not natives, domiciled or 


not domiciled—who had come to reside in this country, and 
who, during that residence, violated the laws of God and 
map. His lordship could not find any limitation of-the 
jurisdiction in any principle of law recognized at the time 
of the passing of the Act. Since that time the American 
court had, no doubt, held that the jurisdiction was to be 
determined by the domicil of the party at the time of the 
complaint. But no such principle had been recognized by 
the courts of this country; on the contrary, the coarts of 
Scotland had always acted in entire disregard of such a 
principle, and the fact that they had done so was present to 
the mind of the English Legislatare when they passed the 
Divorce Act, and they did not think it necessary to make 
apy provision in that behalf. It was, no doubt, very in- 
convenient that two persons shovld be husband and wife 
in one country, and not so in another, and that it should be 
lawfal for them to re-marry in one country but not in 
another. But his lordship could see no solution of the 
difficulty in the adoption of the American doctrine. It 
would be a violation of every principle to make the dis- 
solubility of marriage depend on the will of the husband, 
who determined the domicil at his pleasure. Would any 
French court recognize the dissolution of a French marriage 
by an English court because the French husband had es- 
tablished his domicilin England? Would an English court, 
in which a divorce a vinculo would be granted only with 
careful precautions to prevent collusion between the parties, 
if the collusion took the form of an abandonment of an 
English domicil, and the establishment of a new domicil in 
some country in which divorce could be obtained almost 
as a matter of course, recognize such a dissolation of the 
marriage tie, and allow an English wife, whose domicil 
was restored thereby, to return to this country and contract 
& new marriage here? His lordship could not come to the 
conclusion that the domicil ought to determine the extent 
of the jurisdiction. He thought that the reference to 
matters coming within the category of ‘‘matrimonial 
matters in England ” must be applied, and that the present 
case came within that category. It was a misfortune that 
the English law, with its consequences, would not be recog- 
nized in some other countries ; but that arose from the 
irreconcilable conflict of laws provided by the irreconcil- 
able views of different Christian countries as to the dis- 
solubility of the marriage tie, or the sufficiency of the 
grounds for its dissolution. But this was not a sufficient 
reason to preclade the court from holding that, when the 
matrimonial home was in England and the wrong had been 
done in England, the English jurisdiction existed and the 
English law must be applied. Cotton, L.J., based his 
decision on similar grounds. Brett, L.J., said that the 
question which had been argued, and the real question to 
be determined, was whether the court could decree a dis- 
solution of the marriage. The decision of this question 
must ultimately depend on the construction of the Divorce 
Act, because before that Act no English court could decree 
a dissolution of marriage. His lordship dwelt upon the 
inconveniences which would result from allowing the s’atus 
of the husband to be affected in one country by proceed- 
ings which would not be recognized in other countries. 
Such proceedings could not be recognized everywhere 
unless they took place in the courts of the country in 
which the parties were domiciled. The status of marriage 
was the legal position of the married parties as such, and 
in relation to the community which was interested in that 
relation—that is, the community of which they were 
members, the community in which they were domiciled, 
not that in which they were merely residing. The country 
of their residence was not interested in their married 
state so long as the husband had a domicil elsewhere, for 
that was the country in which both were legally domiciled. 
It followed that that was the country whose courts had 
jarisdiction. Unless-the Act had otherwise enacted, the 
domicil of the parties was, according to its trae construc- 
tion, to be the ground of jurisdiction, With the domiocil 
the court had jurisdiction, but without the domicil the 
court had no jurisdiction over foreigners, even though one 
of the parties was an English subject. The rule applied 
equally to the power of the court to grant any relief 
which altered in any way the relation between the parties, 
and therefore, toa judicial separation, Though the words of 
the Act were large, they did not give jurisdiction in mat- 
tera to which, by the comity of nations, English law was 








not to be applied. 
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Pracrice—Ciaims a8 Between Co-DEFENDANTS—FORM 
or ORDER ALLOWING sucH CLAIMS To BE RAISED+JUDICA- 
TURE Act, 1872, s. 24, sUB-8ECTION 3—Orp. 16, R. 17.— 
In a case of Marner v. Bright, before the Master of the Rolls 
on the 15th inst., his lordship made some important.obeerva- 
tions as to the right of one defendant to raise claims under 
the new rules as against his co-defendants, and as to the 
form of order to be made in such cases. An order had been 
made, in effect by consent, in the action in chambers, that 
the delivery of the statement of defence of a defendant A. to 
his co-defendants B. and C. should be notice to the latter 
ander the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 24, sub-section 3, and ord. 
16, r. 17, of the claim of the defendant A. against the other 
defendants, and that the questions in the action between 
such co-defendants should be tried therein. A statement of 
defenee had been delivered to the defendants B. and C. 
which raised a claim, in the form of a counter-claim against 
them, as to certain questions which A. alleged were con- 
nected with the subject-matter of the actions between him 
and his co-defendants. The latter moved to strike out the 
part of the defence relating to the claims against them on 
the ground of scandal and irrelevancy. The Master of the 
Rolls observed that, as to the order made in chambers, it was 
in the proper form ; he had made such orders several times, 
and his chief clerks knew his practice quite well. Where in 
an action with several defendants the latter wished to try an 
issue between themselves with which the plaintiff had 
nothing to do, but which issue was germane to, and connected 
with, the matters in dispute, so as to be tried more cheaply, 
conveniently, and expeditiously together with the other 
issues, and the Ber wep did not object, then he made the 
above form of order im order to carry out the objects of the 
Judicature Acts, and finally decide on all claims conneeted 
with the subject-matter of the action. If, however, the 
plaintiff objected, then he made no order, as, ia his 
opinion, the Act and Rules never intended that the plaintiff 
should be embarrassed in his conduct cf the action by trying 
issues between the defendants with which be had nothing to 
do. Then, as regarded the defendants, if the defendants 
inst whom the order was proposed to be made objected 
at the issue could not conveniently be tried, and if he was 
of opinion that there would be no advantage in so trying the 
issue, he always refused the application ; but if,on the other 
hand, he thought the question could more conveniently and 
cheaply be tried in the action, then he usually granted the 
application. As to the statement of defence in Marner v. 
right, he considered the claim raised against the defendants 
B, and C. scandalous and irrelevant, and as not coming 
be: the terms of the above order, and allowed the motion 
With costs. 





PaacticE—PakriTion—TRUSTEES REPRESENTING BENE- 
ictaL OwnER—OrpD, 16, x. 7.—In a case of Simpson v. 
Denny, before the Master of the Rolls on the 18th inst., a 
' question arose on the farther consideration of a partition 
action whether the devisees in trust of the real estate under 
a will svfficiently represented the persons beneficially 
interested in one-seventh of the property, and who were 
not named in the chief clerk’s certificate. The Master of 
the Kolls was of opinion that ord. 16, r. 7, applied to a 
partition action, and that the trustees sufficiently repre- 
eented the beneficiaries in the one-seventhb. 


Wis11—Girt or Personatty 10 “ Lawrvu. Heins’’—Con- 
srauction—In acaseol Smithy. Butcher, before the Master of 
the Rolle on the same day, a question arose as to the mean- 
ing of the following gift of personalty. The ‘rest of my 
property I desire to be placed in the public fands, and the 
interest arising therefrom to be equally divided among the 
chiidren of my brothers and sisters daring their lives, and 
on the decease of either, his or her sbare of the ty 
to kis or ber lawful heir or heirs.’ The Master of the 
Rolls wes of opinion that, unless the context of the will 
showed a contrary intention, which in thie case it did not, 
the word “heirs” must be read in ite ordinary legal sense, 
and that the heirs of the children were entitled, 


——___—— 


Lady Hatherley, the wife of ex-Lord Chancellor 


Hatherley, died on Toesday evening at Red-howse-park, nent 


—= 


THE OPERATION OF SECTION 10 OF ?nj 
BANKRUPTCY ACT ON THE RIGHTS 
THIRD PERSONS. 


A question of great importance with regard to the o ’ 
of section 10 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, on the rights 
third persons came, apparently for the first time, before 
Court of Appeal on the 14th inst., in acase of Ex parte Lea 
By section 233 of the Bankruptcy Act of 1849 it was 
vided that~-“ If the bankrupt shall not” (within a speciied 
time) “ have commenced an action, suit, or other proceeding 
to dispute or annul the fiat, or the petition for adjudication, 
and shall not have prosecuted the same with due dili 
and with effect, the Gazette containing such adverti 
shall be conclusive evidence in all cases as against 
bankrupt, and in allactions at law or suits in equity b 
by the assigrees for any debt or demand for which such 
bankrupt might have sustained any action or suit had he 
not been adjudged bankrupt, that such person so adjudged 
bankrupt became a bankrupt before the date and suing forth 
of such fiat, or before the daie and filing of the petition for 
adjudication, and that such fiat was sued forth, or such 
petition filed, on the day on which the same is stated in the 
Gazette to bear date.” And sections 234 and 235 enabled the 
other party or parties to actions or suits, other than thos 
mentioned in section 233, brought by or against the 
assignees, to dispute the petitioning creditor’s debt, the 
trading or the act of bankruptcy, if he or they should 
have given notice in writing to the assignees 4 
specified time of his or their intention so to do. This state 

of things was not altered by the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
Section 8 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, provides that at 

the nearing of a bankruptcy petition, “ the court shall re 
uire proof of the debt of the petitioning creditor, and of 

the trading, if necessary, and of the act of bankruptcy, ot 
if more than one act of bavkruptcy is alleged in 
petition, of some one of the alleged acts of bankru 
and, if satisfied with such proof, shall adjudge the 

to be bankrupt.” And, by section 10, the prodaction of s 

copy of the London Gazette containing the order of adjudie 

cation is to be “conclusive evidence in all legal proceedi 

of the debtor having been duly adjudged a bankrupt, and 

the date of the adjudication.” Then, by section 11, the 

bankruptcy of a debtor shall be deemed to have relation 
back to, and to commence at, the time of the act of bank- 
ruptcy being completed on which the order is made adjudg 
ing him to be bankrupt; or, if the bankrupt is proved 
have committed more acts of bankruptcy than one, to have 
relation back to, and to commence at, the time of the first 
of the acts of bankruptcy that may be proved to have 
been committed by the bankrupt withia twelve months 
next preceding the order of adjudication,” provided that at 
the time of such prior act, the bankrupt owed a debt of 
sufficient amount to support a petition, and that that debt 
remained due at the time of the adjudication. 

The question in Ez parte Learoyd was whether the effect of 
section 10 is to make the adjudication conclusive as 

third perrons that the act of bankruptcy on which itis founded 

was committed. The question arose in this way. A trader 

in August, 1877, executed a bill of sale of his furniture and 
stock-in-trade to secure the repayment of a loan. The 

of sale was not registered, and the goods remained in the 

4 en possession of the grantor until the lst of Jan 

1878, when the grantee removed them, and he after 

sold them. On the 3rd of January, a bankruptcy petition 

was presented by another creditor, in the county court, 

ainst the grantor, alleging that he had committed an acb 
of bankruptcy by departing from his dwelling-house on the 
81st of December with intent to defeat or delay his creditors. 

On the 3rd of January an adjudication was made, and it 

was advertised in due course in the Gazette. The order of 

adjudication recited that it was made ‘‘ upon proof satislac- 
po | to the court of the debt, of the petition, of the trading, 
and of the act of bankruptcy alleged to have been comq 
mitted.” The trustee in the bavkraptcy claimed the 

ceeds of the sale of the goods, on the ground that his title 
related back to the act of bankruptcy committed on 

31st of December, before the bill of sale holder had taken # 
sufficient possession, The judge of the county court (Mr. 

De Longueville Giffard), held that the trastee’s claim wae 

well founded, and ordered the money to be paid over to 

him. The Chief J edge, however, upon evidence adduced to 





Ipswich, 


him, was of opinion that the alleged act of bankruptcy om 
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“fhe 31st of December was not proved to have been coni- 
mitted, and he discharged the order of the county court. 
Before the Court of Appeal it was contended on behalf of 
the trustee that so long as the adjudication stood it was 
“ eonclusive as against the bill of sale holder that the act of 
tankruptcy on which it professed to be founded had been, 
in fact, committed. The remedy of the bill of sale holder 
qas to appeal from the adjudication, which, as a “ person 
jeved ”’ by it, he was by section 71 entitled to do. In 
the case of Ex parte Thodey, In re Ellis (20 Soxtcrrors’ 
Jounwat, $36, 504, L. R. 2 Oh. D. 229, 797), an ad- 
jcation of bankruptcy was made against a debtor, 
ronaed upon the execution by him of a bill of sale of sub- 
stantially the whole of his property by way of security for 
an antecedent debt. ‘The bill of sale holder afterwards 
led from the adjudication, and it was held by the 
Chef Judge and by the Court of Appeal that section 71 gave 
him a locus standi to do this, even though the trustee had 
taken no steps to imperil the validity of the bill of sale, and 
the adjudication was annulled. On behalf of the respondent 
in Ex parte Learoyd, it was urged that it could not have 
been the intention of the Legislature that a third person, 
who was not served with notice of the petition for adjudication, 
and who might have no knowledge of the adjudication until 
many months after it had been made, should be conclusively 
bound by a decision that an act of bankruptcy had been 
committed, the effect of which would be to destroy his rights 
without his ever having an opportunity of being heard on 
the subject. The limit of three weeks being fixed by the 
rules for the bringing of an appeal, a third person, who did 
not happen to have an adjudication until that limit had ex- 
pired, would be without any remedy at all. With reference 
tothis argument, James, L.J., suggested that possibly the 
limit of time for appealing did not apply to any one who was 
not a party to the making of the order appealed from. To 
this it was anwered that, at any rate, much inconvenience 
would result from allowing an adjudication to be set aside 
after the estate had been toa great extent administered under 
it. Dividends might have been paid, and then would have to 
be recalled. The sounder view of the effect of section 10 
was that it had no effect on the rights of third persons, or 
that, at the most, the adjudication was binding on them, 
though they were not bound by the alleged requisites to the 
making of the adjadication. The debt of a petitioning 
creditor had often been allowed to be disputed after the 
making of an adjudication, and in Revell v. Blake (20 W. R. 
675, L. R. 7 C. P. 300, 8 C. P. 533), though it was held that 
an adjudication of bankruptcy made by a county court was 
conclusive that the county court had jurisdiction in the 
matter, yet it was held that the trustee might afterwards 
show that the bankrupt was a trader, though the act of 
ptcy on which the adjudication was made was 
the non-compliance with a debtor's summons issued 
_ bim as a non-trader. Why shonld a bill 
of sale holder, whose ouly interest was to sustain 
the validity of his own security which was at- 
tacked by the trustee, be compelled himself to commence 
proceedings to impeach the adjudication with which all 
the other creditors were content, and which the bankrupt 
himself could not impeach. It may be observed that in 
Bz parte Ellis it appears from the facts stated in the report 
that the bill of sale holder, in fact, appealed from the ad- 
tion some time after the expiration of three weeks 
, the date of the order, though it does not appear that 
4 yeeny was made to his angen on this gronnd, 

e Court of Apoes! (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, 
LJJ.) held that, by sections 10 and 11, adjudication was 
made conolusive on third persons of the existence of the 
act of bankruptcy on which the adjadication was founded. 
James, L.J., said that he could not see how to escape from 
the plain words of the sections. Ifthere was any hardship 
which would not be covered by the decision in Ex parte 
Bilis, that was a matter for the consideration of the Legis- 
lature. The history of section 10 was a very material 
Consideration, Formerly it was open to any one, even the 
bankrupt himself, to diepute the title of the assignee. 
This was thought to be a very inconvenient atate of things, 
looking at what the effect of an adjudication was on the 
status of the bankrupt, not only in this country, but in 
foreign countries, and to remedy it to a certain extent the 
special provisions of sections 233, 234, and 235 of the Act 
of 1849 were made. All tho*e apecial provisions had been 
awept away by the Aot of 1869, and the one general provi- 





sion of section 10 had been substituted for them—a provision 
that the advertisement of the adjadication in the Gazette 
should be conclusive evidence in all legal proceedings of 
the debtor having been duly adjudged abankrupt. A man 
could not be daly adjadged a bankrupt unless the chief 
requisite of all existed—sn act of bankraptcy committed 
by him. That was the capital offence which he must have 
committed. The words “duly adjadged”’ necessarily in- 
volved an act of bankruptcy ; the fact that an adjadication 
had been made could be shown without the aid of such a 
provision. Section 10, however, by itself, might only mean 
that the adjadication was conclusive that some act of 
bankruptcy had been committed before the adjadica- 
tion. But then came section 11, which had no opera- 
tion as between the bankrapt and his trustee; all 
the bankrupt’s rights were transferred by the ad- 
judication to the trustee. The mere fact that section 
11 was dealing with the relation back of the trastee’s title 
showed that it was dealing with the rights of third 
persons, and not with the rights of the bankrupt and persons 

indebted to him. The adjudication was founded on the 

particular act of bankruptcy alleged in the petition, and the 

order of adjudication stated that the commission of that act 

of bankruptcy had been praved to the satisfaction of the 

court. That that act had been committed was conclusively 
settled by the adjudication itself, and to that act the trustee's 
title was to relate back in any event. Then section 11 

went on to provide, by way of enlargement of the trustee’s 
title, that he might, under certain circumstances and subject 
to certain limitations, carry his title back to the earliest 
act of bankruptcy which he could prove to have been com- 
mitted by the bankrupt. This, however, must be done by 
means of actual proof, whereas the act of bankraptcy on 

which the adjudication was founded was proved by the ad- 

jadication itself. It was impossible to evade the words of 
the Act. The decision in Revell v. Blake was quite consis- 
tent with this view, for there the act of bankruptcy was 
one which might have been committed either by a trader or 
a non-trader, and there was nothing to prevent the trustee 
from showing that the bankrupt was in fact a trader, though 
he had been adjudicated a non-trader. Thesiger, L.J., said 
that, for the general convenience of the administration of the 
bankrupts estate, the Legislature had fixed a datwm line for 
the commencement of the trustee's title—viz., the act of 
bankruptcy on which the adjudication was founded, leaving 
it open to the trustee to prove, if he could, an earlier act of 
bankruptcy. No doubt this construction might produce 
some hardship to outsid-rs. Bat the answer to that was the 
provision of section 71, that any person aggrieved by 

the order might appeal from it. And there was this 
further answer, that in bankruptcy the interest of an individ- 
ual creditor had often to bow to the interests of the general 
body, and it was to be expected that in bankruptcy some 

hardships would occur to individuals, 








The Bishop of Salisbury has during the last fortnight re- 
opened several churches in his diocese where material altera- 
tions have been made without reconsecration. He stated 
that the Act (30 and 31 Vict, c. 133, 8. 12) having ren- 
dered legal consecration wanecessary ia many cases where it 
was formerly required, he was willing, when his legal advisers 
declared such consecration not to be necessary and the 
clergyman wished it, to use the religious part of the Conse- 
cration Service (as founded upon that drawn up by Bishop 
Andrewes), without asking for the presonce of the chancellor, 
or registrar, or conzequently the necessity of fees, 


A rather strange scene, says the Jrish Times, ocourred in 
the Four Courts at Dublin recently, About noon a middle- 
aged woman, scantily clad, and rather wild looking, entered the 
Hall of the Four Courts and made straight for the entrance 
to the Court of Queen's Bench. Before she could eater she 
was stopped by one of the tipstails. She then ¢ 
to scream, and struggled to get into the court. A crowd 
soon collected, and a constable came to the tipstaff’s aid and 
removed the woman, who, on her way ont, behaved ia a 
violent manner, shouting incoherently, and — 
large prayer-book in her right hand. Subsequently 
again got into the hall, and endeavoured to establish her 
self there, but was once more summarily ejected by the tip- 
staff and constable. 
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Sacieties. 
UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


| 


inci ose of real property sales, but also forths 
= . sales, of creditors’ meetings, arbitratioy 
and the like. Taking and furnishing these premises involve 


Mr. Shirley Shirley presided at a meeting held at | an outlay which will only be justified by the success of the 
Clement’s-inn Hall, on Wednesday evening last. A dis- | scheme, and the committee rely on the su port of the 
cussion introduced by Mr. Kains-Jackson took place upon | members to secure this success. A set of conditions unde 
the following proposition. ‘That the absorption of emall | which real property sales may be conducted is in course of 


States by first-rate Powers is desirable.” Messrs. Stuart- preparation, and will shortly be submitted to the society, 
Wortley, Kelke, Pickersgill, Abdal-Rahman, and Hadley The committee cannot take leave of this subject without 


. 


kk inst th tion, Messrs. Dowson, Owe recording their obligation to Messre. John Latimer, Edmund 
pa Moyle | ~4 aaa —-. a The ieee pes deen nn Wilson, and Frederic Eddison for the valuable time they 
and on the motion being put to the vote there appeared | have devoted to the superintendence of the work. 


equal numbers on either side. The chairman then gave Suspension 


ion of a Solicitor.—General complaints of ee 


his casting vote against the motion, The society ad- | conduct on the part of a solicitor practising in Leeds, 


jeurned at 9.45 p.m. 





LEEDS INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
The annual ordinary general meeting for the year 1878 


not a member of the society, having been made, the com. 

mittee thought it their duty to investigate a particular cage 

formally laid before them by a member of the society. The 

allegations appearing to justify preliminary inquiry, that 

inquiry was made at the expense of the nen: on 
oO! 


was held on the 30th ult. at the Law Institute, Albion. | matter was subsequently laid before the counci 


place, Leeds. 


Incorporated Law Society in the usual way, and proceedings 


The report of the committee for the year having been were taken by that body, which resulted in the suspensioa 


presented, 
It was proposed by Mr. Rider, seconded by Mr. Malcolm, 


of the solicitor from practice for four years, 
Winter Assizes,—This question, which occupied so much 


and resolved—‘* That the report now presented be received attention last year, has at length been settled in favour of 


and adopted.” 
Messrs. W. Clarke, J. Walker, J. C. Malcolm, and A. L. 


the application to give Yorkshire a third civil assize; the 
committee of judges to whom the matter was referred by the 


Booth were elected members of the committee in place of Lord Chancellor admitting that the claim was too strong 


the retiring committee men. 

The treasurer's accounts for the year having been pre- 
sented, were received. Mr. T. Marshall was re-elected 
secretary for the year, and Mr. J. D. Kay was re-elected 
treasurer for the year. Messrs. William Warren and 
Octavius Eddison were elected members cf the society. 

It was proposed by Mr. F. H. Barr, seconded by Mr. 
G. H. Nelson, and resolved—-‘‘ That under the existing cir- 
cumstances, a civil assize for Yorkshire in the month of 
October cr early in November is highly inconvenient, and 
that such assize should be appointed for the month of 
December, at the same time as the winter gaol delivery.” 

A vote of thanks to the chairman terminated the proceed- 
ings. 





The report presented to the meeting among other matters 
T fers ty the following :-— 

Lew Institution.—At an extracrdinary general meeting of 
the so ity, held on the 6th of March Jast, the following 
resolutions were moved by Mr. George Hird Nelson, and 
unsnimously carried :-— 

‘* That the premises in Albion-place, shown on the plan 
produced at thie meeting, be taken by the society on lease 
for the term of five years, at the yearly rent of £105, and 
used a8 a law institution, law library, sale room, and for 
other purposes of the society.” 

“Theat the committee be empowered to agree to any 
modifications of the plan now preduced, which, having 
segard to tle parposes for which the premises are taken, 
they may deem expedient.” 

“Tht the tenancy of the society commence as soon as 
the premises are ready for occupation.” 

As 2 wile room bad to be built, and considerable other 
alterations were rquired to fit the premises for the occupa- 
tion of the gry tome time has necessarily elapsed between 
the passing of the above resclations and the occupation of 
the premises under it. As members are aware, the institu- 
tion is row ready, and the society bas entered into 
possession of it. The commit'ee think that the members 
may be congratelated on the completion of a scheme which 
has ben long under consideration, and which has been 
foand to be surrounded with many practical difficulties, 
They believe that the establishment in a central and con- 
veniest siteation of an institution where members can meet 
on coxmnon ground will do much to facilitate the transaction 
A tusiness, and will gine them opportunities hitherto 
wanting, for tecoming better acquainted with each other. 
The onamittce also ¢ that institute will shortly 
develop into 4 legal ge where members will meet for 
busisess purpose, end where notices of sales, particulars of 
secariticn wanted and offered, will be regulerly sent by all 


to be resisted. ‘The first of these additional assizes is this 
year fixed for the beginning of November. This date scarcel 

allows the objects for which the third assize was Tequila 
to be carried out. The interval between the summer assize, 
which terminates about the 10th of August, and an assize 
held at the end of October or the beginning of November, is 
too short, being less than twelve weeks, of which ten 
weeks fall within the long vacation; while that between 
the winter assize of November and the spring assize of March 
is too long. What is required is a civil assize in December, 
at or about the time at which the winter gaol delivery has been 
hitherto held. This subject was discussed at the Manchester 
meeting of the Incorporated Law Society, and a resolution 
was adopted urging it on the attention of the council, The 
committee think that this society might usefully pass a re- 
solution on the subject with the view of the inconvenience 
of the present arrangements being brought under the notice 
of the Lord Chancellor. Owing to the uncertainty which 
long prevailed whether there was to be a winter civil assize 
at all, and if so when, and to the fact that the date was 
actually fixed not more than a month before the timo for 
holding it, it cannot be expected that a large number of 
causes will be this year entered for trial. 

County Courts.—The subject of county court jurisdiction 
has occupied a good deal of attention this year, Four Bills, 
dealing in various modes with the subject, were introduced 
into Parliament during the session, of which three were 
referred to a select committee of the House of Commons, 
This committee took a large body of evidence, and has 
reported as follows :— 

Ist.—‘* That there should be no increase in the jurisdiction 
of the county courts protected by eosts. 

2nd.—* That the concurrent jurisdiction now existing 
should be extended as shown in the Bill as reported (i. 
from £50 to £200, nder the Acts of 1850 and 1856, and 
from £20 to £40 under sections 11 and 12 of the Act of 1867). 
3rd.—“ That the costs of the summons or plaint note 
should be reduced, 

4th.—‘‘ That the salaries of the judges should bo raised to 
£2,000 a year. 

5th.—“That a registrar intrusted with discharge of 
judicial functions should not be permitted to practise either 
within his district or elsewhere.’ 

Neither the conclusions of the select committee nor the 

proposals contained in the Bills referred to it, appear to your 

committee to offer a satisfactory solution of the question 

under discussion. One of the great imperfections of county 

court legislation is ite partial and incomplete character, & 

consequence of the great number of Acis dealing with the 

jarisdiction and of the courte, If any further 

changes are to be made, the better course would be to deal 

comprehensively with the whole subject in the manner sug- 





myeulers, Mf advantage be taken of this suggestion, the 





a by the second report of the Judicature Commirsioners. 
f this cannot be done, it iv scarcely worth while to pass 
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institute will become of great value in a purely business - 
sense. The new sale room is adapted, not only to its - 
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: - Bills for increasing the jurisdiction of the courts. Nor in 


inion of your committee can county court legislation 
Be oat ‘onsidencd a from the question of 
izes and: the jurisdiction of the district registries under 
the Judicature Act. If the attendance of a judge of the High 
in the country could be obtained at sufficiently 
frequent intervals, an if some of the restrictions which at 
present hamper the usefulness of the district registries were 
removed, the extension of county court jurisdiction 
qould require to be looked at from a different point of view 
to ty sa which it is at present regarded. For these 
reasons the committee declined to take any part in as- 
sisting the proposed legislation. 

Bankruptcy Amendment.—The Government Bill of last 
session was re-introduced with some slight alteration in 
details. On this subject the committee refer to the para- 

ph in the report of last year. They are still of opinion 
ran amendment of the Act cf 1869 is preferable to the 
establishment of a system in many respects new, the settle- 
ment of which would involve an immense amount of costly 
legislation. 

Preliminary Examination. — Two applications have 
heen made during the year by solicitors’ clerks to the 
committee, for its sanction to their applications to dis- 

e with the preliminary examinstion. Both these 
lications were acceded to, as the committee were 
satisfied that the persons making them came properly within 
the scope of the Act under which dispensation may be 
ted. The committee, however, desires to express its 
Riaesoval of the principle of granting these dispensa tions. 
There is nothing in the preliminary examination itself to 
prevent a clerk of moderate abilities and power of applica- 
tion learning enough in his spare time to enable him to 
it. The number of these applications is so great, 
and, in one of the courts at least, it is so much a matter of 
course to accede to them, that the profession is largely rein- 
forced by men who have given no proof of possessing even 
the elements of a liberal education. 

Land Titles and Transfer.—On the 15th of May, 1878, 
Mr. Osborne Morgan, M.P., moved for, and subsequently 
obtained, the appointment of a select committee of the 
House of Commons “ to inquire and report whether 
any and what steps ought to be taken to simplify and secure 
the title to land, and to facilitate the transfer thereof, and 
also to prevent frauds on purchasers and mortgagees 
of land.” 

The committee of the Associated Provincial Law Societies 
was immediately called to consider the questions raised by 
Mr. Osborne Morgan’s motion, and this meeting was 
attended by the president of your society as its representa- 
tive. Considerable discussion took place, and it was finally 
decided to call together the members of the association, in 
order that the opinions of the various law societies might be 
clearly ascertained on a matter of such importance. Such 
meeting took place on the 2ist of June, and was fully 
attended, your society being represented by the president 
and Messrs. J. Walker and H. J. Carr. The committee 
had previously, and in view of this meeting, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution on the subject :— 

ist.—*' That it was cagulien' to offer evidence on behalf 
of the country law societies before Mr. Osborne Morgan’s 
committee.” 

2nd.—** That it is not necessary to have either fresh in- 
guity or further legislation with the view of facilitating the 

nsfer of real estate, since, as regards this subject, the 
reports of the commissioners in 1857 and 1869, and the 
Acts of 1862 and 1874 following those reports, were amply 
Sufficient.” 

8rd.— “That with the view of preventing fraud, neither 
Yegistration of titles nor registration of deeds, or of 
Memorials of them could be absolutely relied on,” 

The following resolutions were passed at the meeting of 

21st of June :— 

lst.—“ That it is expedient to offer evidence on behalf of 
the country law societies before Mr. Osborne Morgan's 
committee, and that a deputation from this meeting, con- 
sisting of Messrs, Dees, Burne, Bateson. Wood, Howlett, 
Thorneley, Winterbotham, and Marshall, be empowered to 
arrange with Mr, Osborne Morgan as to giving such ovi- 
dence,” 

2nd.—That tho measures successively passed in the 
— 1862 and 1875, for tho registration of land, have 

led to obtain the adbesion of owners of property, and 
re practioally a dead letter,” 








3rd.—“ That the objections which deter owners from 
seeking to place their property on the register of tile, 
appear to be inherent in the systems which have been 
offered to them by the Aots of 1862 and 1875.” 

4th.—“That with the view of removing some of these 
objections, it might be desirable to amend the Land Trans- 
fer Act, 1875, by providing that landowners should have 
power to remove their land from the register, retaining, 
nevertheless, the benefit of a declaration of the title abso- 
late or otherwise at the date of removal.” 

5th.—‘“‘ That the improvements in the law of real p ty, 
effected by the Transfer of Property Act, the Acts relating 
to trustees and mortgagees, the Real Property Limitation 
Act, the Vendor and Purchaser Act, the Settled Estates Act, 
and other resent statutes, indicate the direction which 
further legislation may usefully take, and that such further 
legislation should (amongst other things) provide for an 
amendment of the law as regards notice, and lien for judg- 
ment and Crown debts and succession duty.” 

6tb.—“ That whilst no system of registration which has 
hitherto been devised can be relied on as an absolute pre- 
ventive of fraud, any system of registration will necessarily 
occasion considerable cost and some delay in dealing with 
real property.” 

On these resolutions and on the subject generally your 
committee observe that there are two objects embraced in 
the scope of the Parliamentary inquiry :— 1st. Improvement 
in the mode of transferring land and the simplifieation of 
title to land ; 2nd. The prevention of fraud on purchasers 
and mortgagees. On the first of these questions the law 
societies generally are unanimous in the opinion that the 
Land Transfer Acts of 1862 and 1875 have failed, and that 
it does not appear probable that any system of registration 
of title is destined to d. This, it may be added, is 
also the opinion which Mr. Joshua Williams, Q.C., has 
given in his examination before the select committee. Oa 
the second of the questions above referred to, there is by 
no means the same agreement. The three Yorkshire law 
societies who have expressed an opinion—Leeds, Sheffield, 
and Wakefield—agree in thinking that a registry of eitker 
deeds or memorials (for they are not quite at one on this) 
is of importance and should be preserved; while the 
societies established in non-register counties attach little 
or no importance to this system of registry. Mr. O. 
Morgan’s committee will continue to take evidence next 
session, and arrangements have been made for the exami- 
nation of four witnesses on behalf of the country law 
societies before it. 








Obituarp. 


MR. JOHN JAMES PAUL MOODY. 


Mr. Joha James Paul Moody, solicitor and notary (the 
head of the firm of Moody, Turnbull, & Grabam), of Scar- 
borough, died at St. James's House, Great Grimsby, on the 
18th inst. Mr. Moody was born in 1814, and was admitted 
a solicitor iu 1835. He practised at Great Grimsby for about 
ten years, when he removed to Scarborongh, being at the 
same time elected town clerk of the latter borough, and he 
held that office until his death. Mr. Moody was formerly 
in partnership with Mr. John Hest, but Mr. Henry Tara- 
bul) and Mr. Joha Edward Thorley Graham had more 
recently been associated with him. He had been clerk to 
the Scarborough Burial Board ever since its formation, and 
he was also clerk to the Local Board of Health. He was a 
perpetual commissiover for the North Riding of Yorkshire, 
and a notary public, and he had a large and importaat pri- 
vate practice. 





MR. CHARLES HANSARD KEENE... 

Mr. Charles Hansard Keene, barrister, one of the 
registrars of the Court of Bankruptey, died on the 15th inat. 
Mr. Keene was the eldest surviving son of the late Mr. 
Williaw Charles Lever Keone, barrister, and was born ia 
1824, He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary 
‘Term, 1848, and practised for several years as an equity 
drafteman and conveyancer, In January, 1873, he was 
appointed to act as depaty-registrar of — ia bankraptey 
during the illaess of Mr. Visard, whom @ succeeded in the 
following April as registrar of appeals ia dankraptey and 











66 THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 





Nov. 23, 1878, 











regist:ar of trast deeds. Since the passing of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869, he had continued to be one of the registrars of 
the court, but was principally engaged in registering arrange- 
ment proceedings ander the Act. 





“Zeqal Pews. 


A movement is now on foot at the Middle Temple to raise 
a small fund for the relief of the widow and young family 
of Mr. Richard Bye, the head porter, who died very suddenly 
a few weeks since. Mr. Bye, who was formerly a non-com- 
missioned officer in the Guards, had occupied his position in 
the Middle Temple for twenty-five years, and was highly 
respected by every member of the inn. 


It is stated that when Marwooj, the executioner, left 
Usk on Saturday, after hanging a murderer, he was escorted 
to the station by an immense crowd, who cheered him 
loudly at the station. He held a Jevée in the waiting-room, 
and many shook hands with him. A man made a speech 
stating that Marwood had done his duty, and all were proud 
of him. Marwood replied that never before had be such a 
reception, and he hoped he would soon come that way again. 

An inquest was held on Thursday in Tavistock-street, 
ee concerning the death of Mr. Thomas Archer 
Nightingale, a barrister, of Lincoln’s-inn, who was found 
dead, having been shot through the heart and lungs, on 
Monday morning. From the evidence it appeared that the 
deceased was fined two years ago for assaulting the police, 
and it was stated that he had since been in a desponding 
state of mind, and was under the delusion that he was 
always followed by the police. A revolver, with two 
chambers discharged, was found in his room. The jury re- 
turned a verdict of suicide while of unsound mind. 


In an action for administration before Vice-Chancellor 
Malins on the 18th inst., it appeared that the testator had 
“ directed that his funeral should be conducted with as little 
parade as possible, without cloaks, hat bands, or scarves, and 
that no feathers, wands, or other absurdities should be used 
on the oceasion, and that the ridiculous display of hired 
mourners, mates, or attendants, be dispensed with. Most 
sensible people (he continued) condemned the above useless 
customs, but nevertheless, from vanity orin blind obedience 
to antiquated usages, perpetuated and encouraged them. He 
then directed his body to be buried in any cemetery, without 
reference to its being what was called “consecrated” or 
** unconsecrated ” ground, or whether any service should be 
repeated at the grave or not, as these were matters about 
which he was utterly indifferent; they could avail him 
nothing, but might, if the weather were cold, cause the 
health of some friend to suffer.” 


The glove fight case at Leicester, on which we com- 
mented some time ago, came before the Court for the Con- 
sideration of Crown Cases Keserved, on the 16th inst., 
upon a case stated by the chairman of the Leicestershire 
Qaarter Sessions. The defendants had been indicted for 
Prize-fighting. It appeared that the combatants bad on 
while fighting some description of gloves, and it was con- 
tended that they were merely sparring. The jary were 
asked whether it was a sparring match or a prize-fight. 
The jary found that it was a prize-fight. The question 
waa whether there was any evidence of its having been 8 
Prize-fight. No counsel appeared on either side. The 
Lord Chief Baron said that it would be folly and nonsense 
for people to suppose that by putting on gloves they could 
legalize prize-fighting. Mr. Jastice Denman observed that 
in this case the jary had taken the gloves into their private 
room, and examined them. The gloves might have been 
like the Roman cestus, or the modern “ knuckle-duster.” 
The rest of the court The conviction was 


At the Windsor County Court, on the 14th inst,, 


before Mr. J. Whigham, jadge, Mesers. & 
Fleming, coal merchants, med Mr. Superintendent 
Hayes, the head constable of the Royal borou 


h, 
to recover the sum of £8 15s, in payment for the 
services of 2. van and two horses which had i ed 
pe hy sae transporting the stores of the Royal Horse 
Guards (Pines) from Windsor tx Aldershot Camp on the 





Mr. Greene for the defendant. The head constable ha 
received instructions from the Horse Guards to furnish con. 
veyances for the use of the troops, obtained an order from 
the magistrates, and with other vehicles impressed that of 
Messrs. Leighton & Fleming, to whom he tendered the 
sum of £1 6s. 8d., which was at the rate of Is. 4d. a mile, the 
allowance sanctioned by the Secretary of State for War, 
The amount was refused. The case having been opened, 
Mr. Greene showed that the action could, under the 89th 
section of the Mutiny Act, only be heard in one of the courts 
of record at Westminster, or in Dublin, or India, or in the 
Court of Session ia Scotland, and in no other court what. 
ever, and the judge concurred in this opinion. Event 
judgment was given for the defendant, who waived his 
costs. 








Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr. James Francis Garrick, solicitor, of Brisbane, hag 
been appointed Attorney-General for the Colony of Queens. 
land. Mr. Garrick has been for several years a member of 
the Legislative Assembly of the Colony. 

Mr. Samvuet WatkKer Garirrirus, barrister, has been 
appointed Minister of Works for the Colony of Queensland, 
Mr. Griffiths was called to the bar in Queensland in 1867, and 
has been for some time in office as Attorney-General of the 
Colony. 

Mr. Cuartes Mann, Q.C., Attorney-General for the 
Colony of South Australia, has been appoined Colonial 
Treasurer for South Australia. Mr. Mann has practised as 
a solicitor at Adelaide, and he is a Queen’s Counsel for the 
Colony, and a member of the Legislative Assembly. 








New OrVers, Ete. 


COUNTY COURTS. 

I, the Right Honourable Hugh MacCalmont, Earl Cairns, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do, under the powers 
vested in me by the County Court Rules, hereby order that 
the offices of the county courts may be closed on the 26th, 
27th, and 28th days of December, 1878. 

Given under my hand this 8th day of November, 1878. 

Cairns, C, 








“Law Stuvent’s Sournal. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


_ sameoenationes gentlemen were on Monday oalled 
to the bar :— 

Inner Temete.—Richard Ramsden, M.A., Cambridge ; 
Charles Edwin Haig, M.A., Oxford ; Harry Quilter, M.A. 
Cambridge; Edmund Henry Clatterbuck, B.A., Oxford; 
William Boylance Court; William Baeburn St. Clair 
Andrew, B.A., Oxford; Alexander Smith Harvey, BA, 
London; John Eldon Bankes, B.A., Oxford; Howard 
Menric Lloyd, B.A., Oxford; Ernest Robert Moon, LL.B., 
Cambridge; Charles Dancombe Shafto, B.A., Cambridge; 
Alexander Grant M’Intyre, B.A., Cambridge; Arthur 
William Bairstow, B.A., Cambridge; Philip Folliott Soott 
Stokes, B.A., London (holder of a Studentship awarded in 
Trinity Term, 1877, and of a Papil Scholarship in we 
awarded by the Inner Temple, July, 1877); Ale 
Kaye Batterwortb, London (holder of a Palpil Scholarship 
in Rauity, awarded February, 1878); and Pollexfen Colmao 
leston Radcliffe, Haqs. 

Mippie Tempie.—Lewis M'Iver, Oliver Adams, Nicholes 
John Littleton, Edwin Francis Ashworth Briggs, B.A, 
Christ’s College, Cambridgs ; Henry Russell Spratt, Joho 
William Campbell Fraser, M.A., Hdinburgh University ; 
Charles Francis Ongney, University of London, B,A. 
(bolder of a scholarship in international law of 100 guiness 
— by the Middle Temple) ; Charles Peile, Arthor 
ames Parker, Edwin Layman, Arthur Morris Lloyd, 





20th f Jone, Mr. Baker Smith was for the plaintiffs, and 





Herbert Kashworth, Kdward William Donoghne Manson 
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Brasenose College, Oxford, B.A.; and John Mountstuart 
Eiphiostone Gouldsbary, of the University of Edinburgh, 


eR ae Arthur Scratchley, Edmund 
strode, M.A., Oxford; Ernest Radford, B.A., Cambridge ; 
Jonathan Dunn, B.A., Oxford; John Fort, B.A., Oxford ; 
Henry Charles Seddon, B.A., Oxford; John William Evans, 
B,Sc., London ; Henry Harrison Pownall, B.A., Cambridge; 
Perceval Maitland Laurance, B.A., Cambridge, Fellow of 
Corpus Christi College; Richard Naylor Arkle, B.A., 
Oxford ; and Robert Sutherland Naylor MacEwen, Judge 
of the Small Cause Court of Calcutta, Esqs. 
Gray's-INN.—William Pitt Cobbett, University Coll 

Oxford; Reinhold Gregorowski, B.A. scholar of the 
University of the Cape of Good Hope (studentship Hilary 
Term, 1878); and George Horton Sheppard, Clare College, 
Cambridge, Esqs. 





Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court or Muster or THs 

Date. 'ArrEas. Boks. V.C, Manus. 
Saturday, Nov. 23Mr. King Mr. Holdship |Mr. Latham 
Monday ...... 25 Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 
Tuesday ...... 26 Holdship Ward Milne 
Wednesday.... Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 

BY sees Holdship Ward Milne 
Friday........ 29 Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 

V.0,Bacom, V.C.Hars, = Mr-Justios 

Saturday, Nov. 23Mr. PembertonMr. Merivale Mr. Clowes 
Monday...... 25 Clowes Farrer Leach 
Tuesday ...... 26 Koe King Latham 
Wednesday.... 27 Clowes Farrer Leach 
Thursday .... 28 Koo King Latham 
Friday........ 29 Clowas Farrer Leach 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
November 21, 1878. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
8 por Cent. Consols, 955 Annuitias, April, ’85, 9} 
Ditto for Account, Dec, 2, 95f Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Do, 3 per Cont. Reduced, 933 Ex Bille, 21000, 24 per Ct. 2 dis. 
New 3 per Cont., 935 Ditto, £500, Do, 2 dis. 
Do, 34 perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 2 dis. 
Do, 24 per Cont., Jan. °94 Bank of England Stock, 253 
Dd 5 per Cent., Jan. '78 Ditte for Account. 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent.,July, 80,1033, Enf.Pr.5§ perCnt., May, 81 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88, 100 April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 77 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
Sad Enf.Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan,’72 Ditro, ditto, under £1000 


















































RAILWAY STOOK,. 
Railways. Paid.) Closing Price, 

Btock| Bristol and Exeter .....:ccsrccersssesserseseereeeserss| 100 a 
Stock| Caledonian +} 100 99 
Stock|Glasgow and South-Western .......6.... vow! 100 99 
Stook Great Bastorn Ordinawy Stock sevsessseserveee) 100 51a 
Stock|Great Northern ... 100 106 

D0., A StoOk™ ..,...cevccresevenrvcseereeveesevevere| 100 107) 
Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland ,..... 100 lw 
Stock|Great Western—Original,..ccccsscvsvesveveeceee| 100 954 
Stock| Lancashire and York@hire .......00000 | 100 120 
Stock| London, Brighton, and South Coast vcs} 100 134 
Stock! London, Chatham, and Doveriiseseseceseere! 100 
Stock| London and North-Western ......600 100 14 
oy London and South Westerns. ceressccreere) 100 138 

k| Manchester, Sheffleld, and Lincola ss.) 100 % 
|e Metropolitan j vee = 
Oy DIBETICE sevrrerserrerccerercersrsecesenccccsene! U 
took Midian A trict 100 i 
‘ock| North British : 100 

Btock| North KastOrt..s..cssssesesssese noua qeeeheeel BOO 13394 
Btook| North London ... 100 Wa 
Stock| North Staffordshire ...... eo} 100 60 
Btock| Jouth Devon 100 0 
Stock/gouth-Kastorn 100 126 














BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
AnpDERSON—Oct. 14, at Grand Turk, Turks Islands, the wife of 
Mr. W. J. Anderson, Judge of the Supreme Court, of a son. 
Gotp1E—Dec. 11, at Twickenham, the wife of John H. D. 
Goldie, Esq., barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
PrioR—Nov. 20, at Roxeth, Harrow, the wife of John Templer 
Prior, of Lincoln’s-ino, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 
Epwarps—Swarne—Nov. 14, at Wilton, Wilts, John Ed- 
wards, Esq., Q.C., to Katherine Sophia, daughter of Henry 
J. F. Swayne, Esq., of The Island, Wilton. 
Rusuton—Govcu—Nov. 14, at St. Michael’s in the Hamlet, 
Liverpool, William Lowes Rushton, barrister-at-law, to Sophy 
Mary, daughter of Captain Gough, R.N., C.B. sd 

DEATGS. 

Brst—Nov. 17, at 39, Lyadon-terrace, Leeds, William Best 
solicitor, aged 62. 
Keeng—Nov. 15, Charles Hansard Keene, Esq., of 10, York- 

gate, Regent’s-park, barrister-at-law, and one of the regis- 
trars of the Court of Bankruptcy, aged 54. 
NIGHTINGALE.—Nov. 18, Thomas Archer Nightingale, of 
Linooln’s-inn, barrister-at-law. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved 
Fauway, Nov. 15, 1878. 

Jackson, Frederick, and William Norton Ellen, Chancery lane, Sof 

citors. Nov 15 

Oerton, Frank, and Edward Westwood, Benaett’s hill, Birmingham 

Solicitors. Oct 28 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 

Limtrep tx Caancerr. 
Farpay, Nov. 15, 1878. 

Beverley Iron and Wagon Company, Limited —Mr. Justices Hawkius, 
has by an order dated Oc! 2, appointed John Hal! and Adam Murray,. 
to be joint official liquidators, Creditors are required on or before 
Jan |, to send their names and addresses, and the pu:rticulars of 
their debts or claims to Adam Murray, 104, King st, Manchester. 
Friday, Jan 17, at !, is appointed for hearing and adjadicating upoa 
the debts and claims 

British Empire Horse Supp'y Association, L'mited.—Petiton for 
winding up presented Nov 12, directed to be beard betore the MLR. 
on Nov 23, Wild and Co, Ironmunger lang, Cheapside, soliciters for 
the petitioner 

Madame Therese ani Compaay, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
sented Nov 12, directed to be heard befire the M.R., on Now 23. 
Cunningham, John st, Adelphi, solicitor for the petitioner 

Wheal Newtcn, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented Nov 9,. 
direct:d to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on Saturday, Nov 23. Raven 
and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioners 

Whitwick Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
sented Nov 12, direc’ed to be heard before the M.R., on Nov 33. 
Field and Co, Liacoin’s inn fields, ageats fur Stone and Co, Leieaster, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

William Barry and Company, Limired. — Petition for windiag up pre- 
sentee Ncv '2, directed to be heard before the M.R., oa Nov 23. 
Lewis and Oo, Oid Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners 

UNLIMITED IN CHaNcRaY. 
Faway, Nov, 15, 1878. 

Heaton Grove Building Ciub.—Creditors are required on or be%tre 
Dec 13, to send their names and addresses, and the partica- 
lars of their debts or claims to Mr. William Martello Gray, Kirk- 
gate, Bradford. Monday, Jan 13, at '2, is appointed fer hearng and 
adjudicating upon the dedts and claims 

Southwark Auxiliary Permanent Benefit Building Society.—Petition 

for winding up presented Nov 8, directed to be heard before the 
M.R., on Nov 23. Keene and Mars‘and, Mark lane, solicitors for 
the petitioner 

Livtrep tm Cuancerr. 
Tusspary, Nov 19, 1878. 

Associatian of Land Financiers, Limited.—By an orfer of the ¥.C. 
Malius, dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Norris and Co, Bedtord r.w, solicitors for the petitioner 

Automatic Girth Company, Limite !.—Sy an order made by V.C. Hall, 
dsted Nov 8, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Kerly, solicitor for the petitioner 

Butler's Wharf Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, 
dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the voluntary winding ap of the 
above company i. Stindart and Oo, solicitors fer the 
petitioner 

Carlisle Horse Clothing and Sad tery Company, Limite?,—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Nov 9, tt was ordered that the ateve com- 
ae be wound up. Sherp and Uli borne, Gray's ina, agents for 

ough, Carlisle, solicitors for the petitioners 

Crown Collery Company, Limited.—Peiition for wiaditg up presented 
Nov 14, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on ay, Nov 28. 
Mead and Daubdney, King’s Beneh walk, Temple, ageats for Thick, 
Bristol, solicitor for the petitiover i 

North Anglesey (Point Miianva) State and Slad ag | Comp wy, Limi- 
éted.—Ry an order made dy V.0. Hall, dated Now &, it was ordered 
that the above company be wound ap. Paterson and Od 
Jane, ageots for Gardiner and Jeffery, Bradford, solieiters ter the 
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made by V.C. Hall, dated Nov 8, it was ordered that the voluntary 
windirg up of the above company be continued. Webb, Queen Vic- 
toria st, solicitor for the ps'itioners 

Star Rolling Mills Company, Limited.—V.O. Malins has, by an order 
dated July 11, appoisted William Barclay Peat, Middiesborough, to 
be official liquidator : 


County PaLaTINe oF LANCASTER. 

LimiTep In CHANCERY. 

Fripay, Nov 15, 1878. 
“Commercial Bank of Manchester, Limited.—Petition for winding up 
presented Nov 14, directed t» be heard before the V.C.,{ at 6, Stone 
bunldings, Lincoln’sinn, on Nov 25, at 10.30. Pritchard and Co, 
Little ia lane, agents for Leign, Manchester, solicitor for the 


Tuzspay, Nov. 19, 1878. 

Martin Rourke and Co, Limited.—P-tition for wiading up ‘presented 
Nov !5, directed to be beard betore V.C. Little, on Dec 3 at the 
Chancery court, St George's all, Liverpool. Boote and Edgar, Man- 
ciester, solicitors for the pe:itioners 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 


Tuxspar, Nov 19, 1878. 
Rapaty Unity Society, Victory Tavern, Mile Town, Sheerness, Nov 


8t Martin’s Prewiteu: benefit Society, Benledi st, Liverpool. Nov 15 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespay, Nev. 5, 1878. 

Andrews, Ann, Camden rd, Holioray. Dec 20, Mercar v. Mayhew, 
V.C. Hall. Woodroffe, Great Dover st, Southwark 

Bower, George Whitehead, Southpers. Dec 10. Gartside v. Bower, 
V.C. Malins. Stibbard, Leadenhali st 

Brownrigg, Sarab, Waterloo, nr Liverpool. Nov 29, Peace v. Cooper, 
M.R. Pamberton, Liverpool 

Buroup, William, Barras Bridge, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Dec 
13. Clarke v. Burnup, V.C. Hall. Webb, Austin Friars 

Goldsmith, Mary Ann, Anthony st, St Georg2’s in the East.’ Sept 2. 
Haslam : anon, M.R. Daitou and Jessett, St Clement’s House, 


Lombari 

Holiand, William, Peckham, Gent. Nov30. Holland v. Holland, V.C. 
Malins. Mi ler, Moorgate st 

Holmes, George, Solihull, Warwick, Woolstapler. Nov 29. Holmes v. 
Holmes, M.R. 

Kellett, Daniel, North Brierley, York, Whitesmith. Nov30. Haigh v. 
Haigh, V.C. Malins. Baker, Bradford 

Lear, Thomas. Mei~, Stafford, Licensei Victualler. Nov 20. Welch 
vy. Lear, V.C. Malins. Welch, Longton 

Muter, William, Ashton-npon-Mersey, Cheshire, Merchant. Nov 30. 
Muter v. Muter, V.C. Gall. Grundy and Co, Manchester 

Pattison, Joseph, Micdlesboronugh. Decl0. Pattisony. Pallister, V.C, 
Hall. Belk, Middle- borough 

Roper, Thomas. Gawithfield, L»ncashire, Ironmaster. Nov 30. Roper 
y. Dodgson, V.C. Mains Swioturne, Bedford row 

Thompson, Ann Victori:, Waterioo, nr Liverpool. Nov 29. Peace v, 
C-oper, MR. Pemberton, Liverpoo] 

Wilford, Caroline Emily, South Lambeth rd. Deo 10, Taylor v. Tay- 

lor, V.C. Hall. Hanvury, New Broadst | 


Faray, Nov. 8, 1878. 

Athill, George, B'ackrotley, Essex, Farmer. Dec16. Athill y. Athill, 
V.C. Hall, Crossfield, Hac- ney rd 

Barnes, Jchn, Uitezeter, Steff rd, Yeoman. Des 19, 
Barnes, V.C. Hall. Cooper and Chawner, Uttoxeter 

Bryan, Elizabeth, Rotherby, Leicester. Dec 7. Godfrey v. Bryan, 
V.C. Malins. Hough, Oskham 

Buxton, William, Dean’s Hil', Staffird, Grocer. Dec 21. Buxton v. 
Buxton. V.C. Hail. Bowen, Stafford 

Darby, Edward, Cuap:l st, Grosvenor place. Dec 7. Foxe v. Darby, 
M.R. Ward, Lincoin’s inn fieids 

Finch, Rev Robert, Balliol Coilege, Oxford. Jan 22. Abbiss v. Burney, 


-C. Malms 

Goff, Thomas William, Ovington gardens, Esq. Dec 10. Goff ¥. Goff, 
VC. Malims, Valiance, E-sex st, strand 

Green, Thomas, Brixton hill, Gent. Dec 5. Green v, Pratt, V.C. 
Malins. Stuart, New ino, Strand 

Hassall, Richard, tichmond, M.v. Nov 30. Hasally. Hassall, V.C. 
Msliss. Trollope, Abingdon et, We-tminster . 

Mitchell, Williem O:ho, Kingston Vale, Stationer. Dec 2, Mitchell 
¥. Wiiliamsun, V.C. fall. W thali, Grest George st 

Nelson, George, Great Limber, Lincoin, Farmer. Dee 4. Nelson yv. 

scheles, ihomas Bywater, Morley ines 

4, ywater, Mo:ley, York, Innk: » Dec2. Sykes v. 
Guan tinan Dates Tee , Wahetels eee 
6 a*, Mo re, Farmer. 3. Shaw v. Foste BR. 

Drawbridge, Scar bo. oagh seligs . sarees 

Sith, Danici, Abersvon, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dee 6, Williams v. 
Smith,M.R. Tennant, Aberavon : 

Still, Sarah, Grove lane, Camberwell, Dec6, Seyers vy. Ripley, M.R. 
Lavie, New a, ian Mit 

i ont of as. Dec3, Parki 

wie: Bacon. oveoet, Haitas a 
bite, James, Somers mews, Gloucester place, Jubmaster. Dec 6, 
Tidy v. Broad, V.C. Bacon. Bicknell and Hortin, Edgware rd 


Bar nes v 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Clam, 
Fatvay, Nov 6, 1878. 
Beker, J stm, Ladgate-till, Grocer’s Assistant. Dec 6. Jones, Hart st, 


ry 
Barber, Gcergs Weary, Southampton, Mov 11, Sharp and Cy, South- 


New-inn 

Blam, Joseph, Worthing, Sussex, Gent. Dec 1. Hanhart and Gillman, 
Southampton st, Bioomsbury sq 

Bravo, Florence, Eastney, Southampton. Janl. Clarkes and (Co, 
Gresham House, Old Broad st 

Cantini, Luigi. Wimpole st, Courier. Dec 31. Parson and Lee, Ab. 
church House, Sherdorne lane 

Chalk, Sir James Jell, Warwick sq. Jan 31. Jennings and Co, White. 
hall place, Wes' minster 

Chamberlain, Olivia Aon, Hammersmith rd. Dec 3l. Spaull, Very. 
lam buildings, Gray’s-inn 

Coverdale, Seth, Pickering, York, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Dzc 7, 
Whitehead, Pickering 

Dark, Matilda, st, John’s Wood rd. Jan 1. Saxton aud Morgan, 
Somerset st, Portman sq 

Evans, George, Dawes lane, Walham Green, Market Gardener. Dec 10, 
Blachford and Co, College Hill, Cannon st 

Eyre, Elizabeth, Manchester. Dec17. Diggles and Ogden, Manches- 


ter 

Farbridge, John Henry, Newman’s crt, Cornhill, Wine Merchant, 
Dec,21. Shearman, Little Tower st 

Flemiog, Thomas, Mile End rd, Builder. Dec 11, Baylis and Pearce, 
Church ert Chambers, Old Jewry 

Fiesher, Jane Elizabeth, Harrogate, York. Dec 9. Layton and Co, 
Budge row 

Good nan, Rachel, Hanover terrace, Regent’s Park. Dec 24. Capron 
and Co, Saville p), Conduit st i 

Green, Edward Hamilton, Old Burlington st, Tailor, Nov 30. Carr 
and Co, Vigo st 

Halifax, Ellen, Shimpling, Suffolk. Dec 23. Sparke and Sons, Bury 
St. Eimunds 

Harrison, Betty,Bath. Dec6. Stone and Co, Bath 

Harrison, William, Bath, Grocer. Dec 6, Stone and Co, Bath 

ag ener, Johv, Hull, Esq. Dec 10. Greenbank, Serjeant’s-inn, 
Fleet st 

Holland-Corbett, Francis, Cropthorne, Wercester, Esq. Dec 31. Mar- 
tin, Pershore 

Irviug, John, Soulby, Cumberland, Gent. Dec 20. Raven and Co, 
Gueen Victoria st . 

Jackson, Ralph, Kingston-upon-Hul!l, Gent, Jan 1. Middlemiss and 
Pearce, Hw 

Jennings, Ellen, Bushey Heath, Herts. Dec2. Wontner and Sons, 
Cloak lane ! 

Kent, Sarah Ann, Great Portland st, Milliaer, Nov 30. Frederick 
McTier, Oxford st > 

— John Mussett, Heigham, Norwich, Gent. Feb 1. Blake ard Co, 

orwich 

Little, Mary, Norfolk terrace, Fulham. Dec{9. Hare, Edith Grove, 
Fulham rd 

Lewin, Frederick Mortimer, Bexley, Kent, Esq. Dee 5. Abbott ani 
Co, New-inn, Strand 

Maltby, Jane, Southwell, Nottingham. Dec 31. Kirkland, South. 


well 

Marehall, Thomas, Althorpe, Lincoln, Grocer. Dec 18. Sharp, Ep 
worth 

Martin, James, Lombard st, Banker. Dec 5. Stevens, Queen Victoria st 

Matthews, Edward, Oxford st, Lithographer. Dec 31, Harcourt and 
Co, Moorgate st ci 

Milns, John, Milcroft, York, Ciothier. Dec 39. Evans, Ashton-under- 


yne 

Northcott, William, Peckham Rye Com, Surrey, Gent. Jan 1, Thom- 
son and Co, Rood Lane, Fenchurch st 

Van Oven, Rachel, Hanover terrace, Regent’s Park. Dec 24. Capron 
and Co, Savile place, Conduit st 

Plowden, Charles Chichele, Chisichurst, Kent, Esq. Jan5. Collyer 

and Co, Bedford row 

Porcher, Augustus Edwin, Captain R.N., Chestersq. Dec 25. David- 

son and Burch, Spring Gardens 

Say, Fredaric, Heigham, Norwich, Gent. Febi. Blake and Co, Nor- 


wich 
Strugnell, Frederic Wells, Carlton rd, Maida Vale. Dec 20. Moore, 
Fornival’s-inn 
bay = Elizabeth, Hillingdon Heath, Hillingdon, Dec 14. Mercer, 
Uxbridge 
Thateher, Eleanor, Northfleet, Kent. Deel. Thatcher, Bennett’s- 
hill, Doctor’s commons 
Thickbroom, Ruth Noe’, Marlborough villas, Ealing. Decl. Pattison 
and Co, Queen Victoria st 
Waring, Samuel, Kingston-vpon-Huil, Gent. De: 24. Thorney, 
Kiogston-upon-Hull 
West, ey Ludgate-hill, Jeweller. Dec 95. Oridye, Bishopsgate 
st wit 
Wheelwright, Hannah, Whitehaven. Dec 12. Brockbank and Co, 
Whitehaven 
— Eliza, St. Columb, Cornwall. Jan 1. Whitefield, St. 
up 


Williamson, William Blizird, Senr., Worcester, Tin Plate Worker. 
Dec 31. Southall, Worcester 
Wythes, Francis, Ravensden House, nr Bedford, Gent. Feb 1. Rixons 
Gracechurch st 
Tumepay, Nov. 12, 1878. 
Barber, John, Broadway, Stratford, Confectioner, Deo 24. Hi learys 
and Taylor, Fenchurch butidings 
Bennet illiam, Sawley, Derby, Eq. Dec 31. Robotham, St, Alk- 
munds, Derby 
Burgess, Edward, Park rd, North Acton. Doc 15, Bohm, Old 


a 2 Water, Exeter, Esq. Jan 10. Merriman and Co, Austin 
Onente dames, Longworth, Berks, Farmer. Deo 31, Graham and Son, 


Clirke, Augustus, Lee, Kent, Genoral in Her Majesty’s Indian Army. 

Dec 25, Minet and Co, New Broad at ony : 
jan, Rev John Cole, Chapel piaco, Cavendish sq, Clerk, Dac 31. 

‘arrer and Co, Lincola’s-innefields 

Davies, Richard, Liacelly, Carmarthen, Grocer, Dec 14. Howells 





Liangily 








——<—<—_— 
Bell, John oe. New-inn, Strand, Solicitor, DecS. Abbott ang 
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ac 
Dean, Joneph, Birkenshaw, ,York, Woolstapler. Dec 31. Humble, 
Bradford 
Dyer, William, Weymouth, Coal Merchant. Dec9. Howard, Wey- 
uth 
Good Joseph Alfred, Nutford, Suffolk, Farmer. Dec 24. Walton, 


aoe —, Augustus Stanley, Abbots Kerswell, Devon, Captain 
in Her Majesty’s Royal Navy. Jani. Hooper and Michelmore, 
Newton Abbott 

Hill, William, Leigh, Lancashire, Carrier, Dec 16. Wood and Co, 
Manchester 

Hook, James, Tenterden, Kent, Farmer. Jan 1. Mace, Tenter- 
den 

Horsell, John, Atkinson place, Brixton, Gent. Feb 13, Fraser, Furni- 

val’s-inn 


mt -_ Charlotte, Hove, Brighton. Dec 14. Beauchamp, Wal- 


Kinhem, Tom Wild, Stanedge Grange, Derby, Farmer. Dec 6. 
Hollandgand Rigby, "Ashbourne 

Marshall, Ann, Apperley Bridge, ur Leeds. 
and Taylor, Bradford 

age, George, Harborne, Staffurd, Gent. Dec 10, Mason, Birmiag- 

miso, William, Plumber’s-row, Whitechave! Dec 10, 
Emanuel Parkin, 22 Queen’s cottages, East Ferny rd, ‘Poplar 

Penn, John, Lee, Kent, Esq. Dec3l, Hill and Son, Old Broad st 

Pidgeon, Daniel, Weymouth, Grocer. Dec 9. Howarj, Weymouth 

Rees, John, Llangadoc’ , Carmarthen, oue of Her Majesty’ 's Inspectors 
General of Hospitals, Dec 15. Thomas and Browne, Carmarthen 

as 4 end Wellesley st, Euston sq, Beer Retailer. Jan1l, Ostway 

sh 

Saunders, John Hall, Murray st, Hoxton, Gent. 
Portland Villas, Hampstead. 

ery, Tom base g South Shore, Gateshead, Ship Owaer. Dac 2 

jate shea’ 
mane, Taward, Peckham, Server. Disperser at Guy’s Hospital. 
Tec 17. Jennings, Mitre ct, Temp. 

Stillwell, Edward Swift, Barbica1, Gold ani Silver Wire Drawer. Jan 
1, 5 Hen and Pearce, Charch ct, Old Jewry 

Travis, sare, Widnes, Joiner. Dec 16. Kirby ani Woolcock, 


ic: 
Whito, Charles, Bexington, Dorset, Farmer. Dec 9. Howard, Wey- 
mouth 
Whitham, Joseph Shipton, Ashborne, Derby, Gent. Jan1. Holland and 
Rigby, Ashbourne 
Yates, George, Salisbury House, nr Liverpool, Gent. Dec 20. Banks 
and Kendall, Prescot 


De: 4. Greaves 





Dec 20. Saunders, 


Kenmir, 


Bankrupts. 
Faray, Nov. 15, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
o Surrender in London. 4 
Blackford, Hattie, Charles street, Grosvenor square, no occupation. 
Pet Nov 12. Hazlitt. Nov 27 at 11 
Coll's, Henry, Sun ot ay Finsbury, Leather Merchant. Pet Nov 12. 
Hazlitt. Nov 27 atl 
— Charles, Stratford, Essex, Engineer. Pet Nov i3. Pepys. 
c4 
Watling, ‘Alired, Greaf Sutton street, Clerkenwell, Bent Timber Manu- 
facturer. Pet Nov 14. Pepys, Dec 4 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Albinson, Charles Francis, Bolton, Lanessien, Licensel Paw nbroker. 
Pet Nov 12. Holden. Bolton, Nov 28 at 11 

Capell, Trepass, St»we Nine Churches, Northampton, Baker. Pet Nov 
9 nnis. Northampton, Nov 30 at 3 

Farshaw, John, Leigh, Lancwhire, Fruit Dealer. Pet Nov 11. Holden. 
Bolton, Nov 27 at ll 

Gale, Edwin, Batley, York, Canvass and Bale Merchant, Pst Nov 12. 
Nelson. Dewsbury, Nov 28 at 12 

Goodhew, Daniel, S:oesbury, Kent, Jasneant Victualler. Pet Nov 12, 
Scudamore. Maidstone, Nov 26 ai 

Jervis, John, Hu'me, Lancaster, B. Rtailer. Pet Nov 13, Hu!ton. 
Salford, Nov 27 at 11 

Orsbern, *Joha Ezekiel, Wenhaston, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet Noy 1l. 
hee Great Yarmouth, Nov 28 at 11 

— ens Saddler. Pet Nov 9. Young. Hastings, 

— Orlando, Cx Ca‘ field, Norfulk, Butcher. Pet Nov 11. Cooke. Nor- 

Wi ‘ov 2 

Robertson, Jchn, ‘Manchester, Siate Merchant. Pet Nov ll, Lister. 
Manchester, Dec 2 at 

Shaw, Thomas, Church Gressey, 5 eed i Pet Nov 11. Hub- 
bersty. Burton-on-Trent, Nov 27 at 1 

Wadd, John Haris, Weenie, Leicester, no occupation, Pet 
Nov 13. Ingram. Leicester, Nov 28 at 

Walton, John, Blackheath, Kent. Pet Nor 12. Pitt-Taylor, Green- 


wich, Nov 29 at 2 
Tusspay, Nov. 19, 1878, 
Under the Bankruptoy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 

To Surrender in London, 

i es James, and Alexander gaylor, Glagow, and Goorge yard, 

Lombard st, Merchants, Pet Nov Brougham. Deo 4 at 12.30 
To Surrender in x Country. 
— paler Beate, Witley, Surrey, Farmer, Pet Nov 14. White. 


Savage, Mark Anthony Mypeatie-spre- Tym, Surgeon. Pot Nov t4. 
Ortimer, Newcastle, Dec 5 at 
Sellers, William Seesy, % LT Sanenibite, Wine Dealer. 
Pet Noy 15. Bolton. Biackburn, Dee 5 att 


PANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faipay, Nov 15, 1878. 
Boissie, Alfred, Arundel street, Haymarket, Perfomer. Nov 8 











Griffiths, James Loveday, Liverpool, Glass Dealer. Nov 13 

Spencer, Charles, Camomile street. Nov '2 

be a tame Great Soffolk street, Borough, Licensed Victualler 
ov 


Tuesday, Nov 19, 1878. 


Latham, Frederick Day, Dunstable, oat of business., Nov 16 
Maitland, William, Conduit st, Regent st, Military Duthiter. Nov 12 
Mangles, Charles Edward, Lieut 40th Foot. Nov 14 


Lgqiuidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fauipay, Nov. 15, 1878. 


Abrahams, Moses, Houndsditch, Importer of Fancy Goods. Dec 4 at~ 
2 at offices of Andrews and "Mason, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside. 
Pass, Queen st , Cheapside 

Alcock, Charles, ‘Kingston-upon-Hal, Provision Dealer. Nov 25 at 3 
at offices of Jackson, Imperial chambers, Bowlalley lane, Kingston- 
upon-Hall 

Allcock, William, Nottingham, Carter. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of 
Cranch and Stroud, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Allen, Stephen, Y¥stradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Haulier. Nov 26 at1l at 
offices of James, Canon st, Aberdare 

Alston, James, and John Henry Alston, Accrington, Lancashire, Eng-- 
lish Timber Merchants. Nov 26 at 3 at the Leger Hotel, Kiag 
William st, Blackburn. Holland, Blackburn 

Amos, Samuel, Iron Acton, Gloucester, Dealer. Nov 20 at 12 at offices 
of Tayler and Co, Broad st, Bristol. Bennett, Bristol 

Archer, George Sidney, Glas-hou-e yard, Aldersgate st, Silk Dresser. 
Dec 5 at 3 at offices of Lawrance and Co, O'd Jewry chambers 

Armstrong, John Low, Mount st, Grosvenor sq, Fish Salesman, Dec 
2 at 12 at offices of Preston, Mark lane 

Aspell, John Crowson, Loughborough, Milliner. Nov 30 at 10.30 at 
offices of Doane and Hands, Market p'ace, Loughborough 

Atkin, William, Bensham, Gateshead, ailder. Nov 23 at 2 at offices 
of Pybas, Dean st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Atkinson, James, Retford, Nottingham, Grocer. 
offices of Bescoby, Grove at, Retford 

Ball, Thomas, Goose Gate, Nottingham, Milliner. Dec 3 at 12 at 
offices of Belk, Middie pavement, Nottingham 

Balmforth, Richard Marsden, Westgate, Halifax, Jeweller. Nov 27 
at 3 at offices of Garsed, Barum Top, Halifax 

Barker, John and William Finch, Harpurhey, Manchester, Builders. 
Nov29 at 3 at offices of Partington and Allen, Townhall buildings, 
King st, Manchester 

Barlow, Thomas, sen, Birmingham, Fruiterer. 
of Eaden, Bennett's hi'l, Birmingham 

Barton, Robert, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Nov 29 at 12 at 
offices of Hensman, St Gites’s st, Northawpton 

Barton, William, Ashton-io -Muckerfield, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. 
Nov 28 at 11 at offices of Stuart, King st, Wigan 

Bartram, John William, Sheffield, P wder Flask Manufacturer. Nov 
28 at 3 at offices of Smith and Co, Bank st, Sheffield 

Bateman, John, Sedgefield, Dcrham, Hay Dealer. Nov 26 at 1 at 
offices of Garbutt and Fawcett, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Bawcutt, Henry Jeffs, Droitwich, Worcester, Grocer. Nov 28 ati2 at 
offices of Corbett, Avenue Hous2, the Cross, Worcester. Blick, 
Droitwich 

Benn, Mary Aon, Bradford, ae aa Nov 28 at 11 at offices of Sm- 
gieton, New Booth st, Bradfo 

Bentham, William, Standuh-with- -Langtree, Lancashire, Grocer, Nov 
26 at 11 at offices of France, Cnurch gate, Wigan 

Bentley, Albert Strickland, Harrogate, York, Bleacher. Nov 28 at 3 
at offices of Pickering, South parase, Leeds 

Berriman, Francis, Locxton, York, Farmer. Nov 29 at 3 at offices of 
Whitehead, Hun; te, Pickering 

Bliss, David John, ockingham st, Newiagton-caus2way, Gas Fitter’s 
Assistant. Nov 23 at 12 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 


Nov 22 at 1! at 


Nov 28 at 12 at offices 


Blunden, John Seager, West Cowes, Ise of Wight, Provision Mer- 
chant. Dec 2 at 11 at offices of Joyce, Sea st, Newton 

Booth, Robert, Widnes, Lancashire, Clothier. Nov 28 at 2 at offices of 

rand Husband, Victoria rd, Widnes 

Brierley, Mary Ann, H'gher Broughton, Manchester, Provision 
ei Nov 21 at 3 at offices of Potter and Lowe, Mosley st, Man- 
chester 

Brown, Jame, Blackpool, Furaiture Broter. Dec 10 at 11 at the 
Shelley Arms, Fishergat:, Preston. Morgan, Blackpool 

Browning, Robert, Horasey rd, Holloway, News Agent. Nor 22 at $ 
at offices of Cooper, Chareery lane 

Buller, Henry, Hastings, Builder, Nov 27 at 12 at offices of Savery, 
Trinity st, Hastings 

Bywater, John, Nantyglo, Monmouth, Grocer’s Assistant. Noy 23 at 
11 at offices of Mergan, Albert chambers, High st, Cardiff 

Carlyle, Walter Jardine, Harrington, Cumnerland, Draper, Dee Zat 
2 at offices of MeKelvie, Sandtulls lane, Waiteaaren 

Chadwick, Herbert Brentnall, I'keston, Derby, General Dealer. Nov 
29 at 12 at offices of Britue, St Peter's chambers, St Peter's gate, 
Nottingham 

~ pelle John, Cainton, ee Farmer, Nov 29 at 12 at 

ces of Kirkland, Southwe'l 

Clybona, Joseph, Eastohea nn Merchant. Nov 22 at 3 at offesscf 
Maniere, Bervers st, Ox 

Coe, Maria Biiz beth, “soatvend, Gasex. Nov 29 at Llat the King’s 
Head Inn, Rochford, Wood and Soa, Reehford 

Cooper, Bdwin, pgneee al Greengrocer, Now 29 at Ll at offices of 


w, Bond at, De 
Corbin, George, tian’ ta ating houss keeper, Nov 23 at U2 at the 
Green Dragon's Hotel, Havelock rd, Hastings, Jones, Hastings 


Croakell, Joseph, Ormskirk, Lancashire, Brewer. Nov 27 at 3 at offices 
of Sherwin and Dean, Lord st, Liverpool 

Creer. John Seer, Lewisham, Keat, Grocer, Nov 27 at 12 at o@ers 

Darupeuties dehes Wigan, Onitery Fropetator. Nov 90 at Ut ak elles 
' ire, n, Wigan, Coiery w. Nov Wat tt > 
ai trenan Ohurch Been Wiese ™ 
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Davies, David, Holywell, ey Nov 25 ati at the Railway 
1, Prestat Roberts, 
Ln tov Dec Gat 22 at the 


Diaper, ‘James, Stowmarket, Suffolk, Silveramith. 
een and Anchor Hotel, Westgate st, Ipswich. Gudgeon 
Edan, Alfred Louis, Upper Baker st, Estace Ageut. Nov or 23 at 12 at 
offices of Torry, Basinghall st. Gibbens, Basinghall st 
Edwards, John, Bridgwater, Coachbuilder. Nov 29at 2 at the Grand 
Motel, Bristol. Reed and Gook, Bridgwater 
Entenmann, Willies oiaie End rd, Baker. Nov25 at 4 at offices of 
Young and Son+, Mark lane 
— ‘obn, Ferndale, Glamorgan, Collier. Nov 28 at 10 at offices of 
Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Evans, William, Pendleton, Lancashire, Joiner. Nov 29, at 11 at offices 
ot Sutton and Elliott, Fountain s', Manchester 
Fairbrother, Henry John, Lichfield, “on” Locksmith. Nov 28 at 
11 at offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 
Fearn, Benjamin, — Rag Aerchant, Nov 28 at 3 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Barnsley. Giil and Hall, Wak 
Foreman, In John, Hastings, Piaaten Nov 27 at 12 at the Law 
Instituticn, Chancery lane. Jones, tings 
Gabb, George John Wilkins, Longney, Gloucester, Blacksmith. Nov 
27 at 3 at offices of Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 
Gibbons, Joseph William, Oldberrow, Worcester, Farmer. Nov 28 at 3 
at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Gibson, Robert George, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ironmonger. Nov 28 at 2 
“ oe of P-ckering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Huli. Barker, 
1 
Gifford, John, jun, Tenby, Pembroke, Fishmonger. Dec 2 at 1: at 
offices of Gwynne and tokes, Crackwell st, Tenby 
Gilbert, Joho, North Collingham, Nottingham, Farmer. Nov 28 at 2 
at offices of Pratt and Hodgkinson, Newark-upon-Trent 
Gosling, Alfred, Birmingham, Timber Merchant. Nov 29 at 2.30 at 
the Queen's Hotel, Birmingham. Horton and Co, Birmingham 
Gould, Edward Burnell, Bristol, Beer Retailer. Nov 23 at 12 at offices 
of Essery, the Guildhal’, Broad st, Bristol 
Griffith, Robert, Penygroes, Carnarvon, Joiner. Nov 26 at 1 at the 
Steg’s Head Inn, Penygroes. Breese and Co, Pwlibeli 
Groves, Edward, Hunslet, Leeds, Surgeon. Nov 28 at 11 at offices of 
Burrell and Picka:d, Albion st, Leeds. Tennant 
Hanson, Henry Isaac, Maesyewmmer, Monmouth, Clothier. Nov 30 at 
1 at offiess of Simmons and Plews, Chureh st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Henn, Charles, } at, Baker. Dec 3 at 3 at offices 
of Aird, Eastcheap 
Hilton, Caleb Samuel, Skelmersdale, Gio Doctor of Medicine. 
Dec 3 at 3 at offices of Cox and Jackson, London st, Southport 
i, John Petty, Ilminster, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, Nov 26 at 
2 at offices of Dinning and Co, Shannon coart, Corn st, Bristol. 
Fussell and Co, Bristol 
iron, William Henry, Chipping Campden, Gloucester, out of business. 
jw at 3at the Acorn Hotel, Temple st, Birmingham. Crosby, 


Holloway, George O'Connor, Kidferminster, Builder, Nov 26 at li at 
the Black ee Hotel, Mill st, Kidderminster. Johnson and Co, 


Birmingham 
= George, Redcar, York, Printer. Nov 28 at 3 at offices of Belk 
and Parrington, Post Office chambers, Marton rd, Middlesborough 
_Hunter, Johv, Middiesboronugb, Auctioneer. Now 28 at 2.30 | offices 
of Bainb and Burley. Corporation Hall, Middiesboroug 
Johnson, James, North Shields, Builder. Ber Sat ll ~ of 
Dunean and Duncan, Market » Shield 
Jones, John, St Briavel’s Gloucester, Farmer, Nov 29 at 2at offices of 
Baldwyn and Morgan, Chepstow Lawrence, Newport 
Jorss, Henry Frederick, Manchester, Merchant. Dec 4 at 3 at offices 
of Grundy and Co, Booth street, Manchester. 
Kershaw, John, Belmont Sharples, Lancaster, Pubiican. Nov 27 at 3 
at offices of Robinson, Townhall square, Bolton 
Kirk, George, Not Grocer. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of Leer, Mid- 
dle pavement, Notungbam 
Lampard, James, Weaver street, Bethnal Green, Brick Mould Maker. 
Nov 26 at 12 at offices cf Geaussent, Bishop:gate street dome 
Lawrence, Heoey, Manager, and Sabioa Lawrence, Milliner, 
— RA at 3 at offices of Cronin and Bivcits, Aouthunpaes 
jury 
Will'am Francis, Wollascott, Salop, Farmer. Nov 27 at 3 at 
“— of Chandler, Tal>ot chambers. Shrewsbury 
ce, Robert, snd Robert Lee, Jun, Falmouth, Ship and Boat Builders, 
Nov 29 at 12 at offices of Jenkins, Post Office buildings, Falmouth 
Lempriere, Henry, Pembury, Kent, Farmer, Nov 27 at 3 at offices of 
Stone and Simpson, ——" — —— — Wells 
Lines, Martin, Quemerford, ts, celwright. Nov 29 atl at the 
White Hart Hotel, Calne. Bartrum, Bath 
Lloyd, John, Barrow-in-furness, Grocer. Dee $ at 11 at the Imperial 
Hotel, Barrow-in-Furne s. Sims, Barrow-in-Furness 
Longden, J ohn, General Sheffield, Ironfounder. Nov 29 at 4 at offices 
of Burdekin and Co, Norfolk street, Shefeld 
Machell, Smit , Earlsheaton, York, Rag Manufacturer. Dec 5 at 2 at 
offices of Be oies and Son, Leeds road, Dewsb: ary 
Mason, Samuel, Ridley road, Dalston, Upholsterer, Dec 3 at 2.30 at 
pa — Tavern, Gresham street, Brighten and Co, Bishops- 
str 
“Mathes, Frederick, Carr street, Stepney, Baker. Nov 27 at 4 at offices 
of Yourg and Sons, Mark lane 
Mayer, Ralph, Hanley, Stafford, Boot and Shee Dealer, Nov 23 at 11 
at Reyal Gotel, Crewe. Ashma!!, Hanley 
Mayland, William, Regent street, Photographer. Nov 29 at 2 at offices 
of Eernshaw and Co, Mark lane 
MeGrath, James, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Nov 29 at 3 at offices of 
Bartlett, Dale vg | ee 
McGrew, Liverpvol, Grocer. Nov 28 at 8 at offices of Car- 
michael, Lord street, gone Norden and Mason, a oe 
Mildren, William, Praze, Corawall, Boot and Shoemaker. Deo 2 
at offices of Dale, Chapel street, Penzance 
More, Wiliia Morecambe, Lancaster, Hotel Broce. Nov 28 atl 
pa. Mid?and otel, Morecambe, Thompson, Ken 
» Wilham, Ormskirk, Lancaster, Joioer. Mer 28 at 2 at offices 
“a South Castie str 


2 Temkin Central ehambers, 
homas, Clitheroe, Lancaster, on Dee 4 at 11 at 
Bu'l Hotel, Church street, Blackbura. Eastham, Clitheroe we 





Nov. 28, 1878, 
' Noseda, Stephen, Ken i, Paddi Professor usie. 
. 23 at 12 at offices of Verncte, Moteopolitan a Brod 


street 
Noyes, ore Newton Abbott, Devon, General Dealer. Nov 28 at li 
at Bude Hay: annette street Exeter. Creed, Newson Abbot 


ey, Leicester, Farmer.. Dec 3 at 2.30 
at Royal Hotel, ‘Ashby-de-la-Zouch. Oheatle, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Owbridge, Arthur James, Kingston-upon-Hall, Draper. Nov 25 at2 

at Queen’s Hotel, Wellington street, Leeds, Laverack, Hull 
Packer, Edwin, Bristol; Beer Retailer. Nov 25 at 12 at Guildhall, 
Broad street, Bristol. Essery 


Parker, Charles Bayley, Birkenhead, Public Accountant. Dec 6 at? 
at offices of and Co, Union court, Castle street, Liverpool 
Parnell, Henry, Walsall, Nurseryman. Nov 28 at 1! at Georze Hotel, 


an Harness maker. Nov 
arket hill, Calne. Smith, 


Walsali. Bill, Walsall 
Parsons, Richa: Lene go York, Venetian Blind Manafucturer. Nov 
27 at 3.30 at offices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradfor.t 
Payne, Motthew, Kettering, Northampton, Engineer. Nov 25 at 2 at 
offices of Toller, Montagu street, Kettering 
Pettet, David Walter, Homer rd, Marylebone, or Nov 28 
at 4 at 133, Holbora. Yorks, Warwick st, Regent st 
Phillips, William, West Bromwich, al Merchant. Nov 28 at 3at 
offices of Stokes and Harper, Priory st, Dadley 
Price, a oar Bridge, Anglesey, Grocer, Nov 26 at 2 at offices of 
Roberts, B 
Price, Richard, st ewanincy, Builder. Noy 28 at 1 at offices of Morris, 
Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
Prowse, Oliver John, Calne, Wilts, Journe 
27 at 2 at the Temperance Coff2e-hoase, 
Melksham 
ra, James, and Lucy Puddy, Highbridge, Buraham, Somerse' 
Grocers. Nov 28 at2 at the George Hotel, Highbridge. Reed an 
Cook, Bridgwater 
Frederick, Knighton, Radoor, Builder. Nov 29 at 11 at offices 
reen and Peters, Knighton 
Pulolfere Ebenezer, Nottingham, Watchmaker, Nov 27 at 11 at offices 
of Stevenson, Weakday cros+, Nottingham 
Radge, William, Guisborough, York, — Dec 5 at 1 at the Town- 
uisborough. Trevor, Guisboroug 
Rend, John William, Nottingham, Tailor. = 27 at 12 at offices of 
Brite, St Peter’s “chambers, St Peter’s gate 
ves, Alfred, Henley-on-Thames, Sonee. Nov 29 at 1 at offices 
of Tidy and Tidy, Friar st, Reading 
Reeves, Samuel William, Thames Ditton, Surrey, Nev, spaper Reportar, 
Nov 29 at 1 at offices of Watkin, Gray’s inn sq 
Robert, Russell st, Bermondsey, ont of business. Nov 26 at 2 
at offices of Oliver, Bond court, Walbrook 
Richardson, Edward William, West Cowes, Isle of west, Builder, 
Dec 4 at 2 me “w= of Damant and Son, West Cowe 
Richardson, John, Gaulby, Leicester, Farmer. Nov 28 at 3 at officesof 
ae and Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester 
obert, Louis, Birmingham, Commission Agent. Nov 27 at 1i at offices 
« Solomon, Ann st, ngham 
yi Thomas, Great Malvern, Worcester, Cab Proprietor. Dec? 
at 12 at the Unicorn Hotel, Great Malvern. Piper, Ledbury 
Schofield, James, Rochdale, Saddler. Nov 28 at 2.30 at offices of 
Brierley, Butts Lene Rochdale 


Pann < John, Bradford, "York, Boot Maker. 
Peel and Gaunt, qo lane, Bradford 


Searing, Emma, Winchester st, Mile End yee Town. Nov 27 at 1l at 
offices of Hicks, oe rd, Victoria park 
son, West Sunniside, Sunderland 
Ebenezer, Middlesborough, Watchmaker. Nov 
Bhield, George Ro! Newe:stle-upon-Tyne, Woo! 
Nov 27 at 3 at the George Hotel, Huddersficld. Goyle and Co, 
Slack, Thomas, Pilsley. Destz, Grover. Dec 4 at 11.30 at the Victoria 
Hotel. Clay Cross. "sperma, 
lotel, Hereford. Piper, 
Stafford, me Barrington rd, howe Boot Maker. Nov 25 at 1! at 
offices of Page, 
Statter, John, Liverpool, Cotton Salesman. Dec 4at 3 at offices of 
Barrell and st, Li 
Nov 28 at 3 at offices of 
Bailey and White, Jewry st, Wincheste 
Se, 8 Richard, Bradford, Lancashire, "Builder, 
Taylor, Henry, Loeiee Builder, Noy 28 at2 at the Law Institution, 
Albion n place, Leeds . Bond and Barwick, Leeds 
Nov 29 at 11 at 
offices of Filison and Co, Alexandra st, Petry Cury 
Railway Inn, Barnetby. Priestley, Barton-on-Hum 
le rvre Jean Benjamin, Birmingham, Bedding Manufacturer. Dec 


Shaw, Sun , Painter. Nov 26 at 11 at offices of Robin- 
Shepherdson, 
a7 at 12 at offices of Parr, Colmore row, a. 
len Draper. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Alfreton 
Smith, William, Hereford, out “7 a. Nov 30 at 1 at the Green 
Dragon H 
Newington butts 
Stevens, George, Easton, Hants, Farmer. 
Nov 29 at 2 at 
ices of Gardner, Covper st, Manchester 
Tebbit, Llewellyn, Chesterton, Cambridge, Farmer. 
Tenney, Robert, Winterton, Lincoln, Farmer. Nov of at 11 at the 
at 11 at offices of Hornblower and Hadley, Waterloo st, Birmingham 


Thomas, Edward, Wern ame Biaenengen, r. Nov 27 at 12 
at offices of Charles, the Parade, Nea 
wr George, Chatteris, Cambridge, “Oaeves Salesman. Dec 2 at3 
at offices of n, Chatieris 


Thornton, Charlies, No! am, Lace Manafacturer. Nov 29 at 11 at 
offices of Wells and Hind, Fletcherga'e, Nottingham 
Thwaites, Anthony, Gosforti, Northumberland, Oil Merchant. Nov 
. at 7 offices of vn St John’s chambers, Grainger st west, 
‘ewcastle-upon-T: 
‘odd, George, Rugeley, , Stafford, Pomber. Nov 26 at 11 at the Albion 
Inn, a st, p sag Kent, 
Trolley, Thomas, Leices'er, Painter, Nov 29 at 3\at offices of Wright 
and Hhineks, Belvoir st, Leiceste ter 
, pammer. Nov 27 at 2 


Pat eas Mea Bptale” Naga 
te t Ho jing. les, 
gee “hy =} yore the Clarence 





Vowler, Rey Samuel Nicho'son, Tiverton, 
Hotel, E Ward, Bristol 


Nov 27 at 10 at offices of « 


rw 
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Almord, Lawrence, Manchester, Costume Skirt Manufaeturer. Dec 9 
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ee 
William Albert, Great Marylebone st, Fishmonger. Nov 
Wagner delomices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Angell 


4 Co, Gresham st 
Bi tt, Youlthorpe-cum-Gowthorpe, York, Farmer. 
hon, Jorn Ba the Feathers Hotel, Pccklington. Eldridge and 


oak William, Aston-juxta-Birmingham, Shoeing Smith. Nov 28 at 
$ at offices of Rowley, Temple row, Birm 
eiche, Frederick, Kentish Town rd, Baker. Nov 29 at 4 at offices of 
Young and Sons, Mark lane 

‘West, George, Foleshill, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Nov 28 at li 
at offices of Hughes and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 

whittaker, James, Sandbach, Cheshire, Grocer. Nov 28 at 11 at 
offices of Pointon, Albert st, Crewe 

Wilkinson, John, Hulme, Stonemason. Nov 29 at 3 at offices of Brett 
and Craven, Kenpedy st, Manchester y 

Williams, Willieom Wsnne, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Tailor. Dec 2 at 2 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Railway Station, Chester. Barber, Bangor 

Wilsov, Johv, Liverpoo!, Boot Dealer. Nov 28 at 3at offices of 
Nordon and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wilson, John, jan, Liverpool, Leather Dealer, Dee 2 at 3 at offices of 
Nordon and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool . 

Yates, Jobn, Malton, York, Draper. Nov 27 at 11 at offices of Bartiiff, 
Market place, Malton 


Toxspay, Nov. 19, 1878. 


at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Ansstey, Simon, Oxford, Florist. Dec 2 at 12 at offices of Bickerton, 
$t Michael’s chambers, Ship st, Ozford 

Ardern, William, Altrincham, Cheshire, Painter. Dec 6 at 3 at offices 
of Hinde and Co, Mount st, Albert sq, Marchester 

Atkinson, William, Manchester, Beriin Wool Dealer. Dec 2 at 3 at 
offices of Dommett, Gresham st. Fox, Manchester 

Freeman, Finedon, Northampton, Builder. Nov 20 at 12 at offices 
Girling, Market sq, Wellingborough. Bond, Wellingborough 

Ball, William, Sheerness, Tobacconist. Nov 30at1ll at 11, Ordnance 
terrace, Clatham. Norman 

Ballard, Benjamin Beaken, Ashen villas, Wandsworth, out of business. 
Nov 29 at 2 at offices of Marchant and Co, Ludgate hill 
‘mer, Samuel, Pendleton, Lanceshire, Painter. Dec 4 at 3 at offices 
of Potter and Lowe, Mosley st, Manchester 

Barber, Hi nry, Draycott, Kempsey, Worcester, Blacksmith. Nov 26 at 
11 at offices of Tree and Son, High st, Worcester 

Beale, Alfred, Wellingborough, Northampton, Currier. Nov 30 at 12 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Heygate, Wellingborough 

Bean, Thomas Joseph, Vere st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Licensed Victualler. 
Dee 3 at 2 at offices of Sperring, King William st, Christmas, Wal- 


brook 
—_— Wortly, West — » Wilts, Yeoman. Nov 28 at 3 at o fiices 


ll and Salmon, St Stephen st, Bristol 
Best, W » Middlesborough, Innkeeper. Nov 29 at 2 at offices of 
Teale, Albert rd, Middlesbor 
Slorm, monger. Dee 4 at 3 at the 


Robert, e » Iron: 
Rose and Crown Hotel, Baldock. Times, Hitchia 
Bolingbroke, John Henry Murnane, Southampton, Music Hall 
Manager. Nov 28 at 3 at offices of Shutte and Nockolds, Portland st, 


Southampton 
Booth, Waiter, and Henry Booth, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Manufac- 
terersof Earthenware. Dec 3 at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Hanley. 
Paddock and Sons, Hanley 
Bowes, Oliver, Hartlepool, Confectioner. Dec 3 at 3 at offices of Tcdd, 
Town Wall, Hartlepool d 
Ssmuel, Davenham, Oheshire, Timber Merchant. Dec 5 
at 11 at the Crewe Arms Hote!, Crewe. Fletcher, Northwich 
Brewer, George, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. Nov 29 at 11 at offices 
of Simmons, Bennett’s hiil, Birmingham 
Bridger, Eliza Mary, Mavchester, Milliner. Nov 28 at 3 at offices of 
orth, St James’ eq, Manchester. Nelson, r 
Buck, Charles, Red Lion st, Cierkenweil, Electro Plater. Nov 28 at 3 
at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Cain, —, Wigav, Draper. Dec 2 at 11 at the Clarence Hotel, 
. Stuart, Wigan 
, John, Askern, York, Saddler, Dec 3 at 11 at offices of Grigsby, 


9 Sileby, Leicester, Baker. Dec 10 at 12 at 
offices of Goode and Clifford, Baxter gate, Loughborough 
Cements, John, King’s Nortcn, Worcester, Fruiterer. Nov 30 at 11 
at offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 
Cloves, John, Ladywood, Birmingha m, Grocer. Nov 29 at 3 at offices 
* of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
w, Joseph, Eastcheap, Wine Merchant. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of 
aniere, Berners st, Oxford st 
on, William, Gateshead, Merchant Tailor. Novy 28 at 12 at 
offices of Robson, West st, Gateshead 
Collins, Jacob, Chessington, Surrey, Farmer. Dec 10 at 12 at offices 
of Hudson, Furnival’s ino, H: born 
Coolly, Rev Marmaduke John, Thorpe Malsor, Northampton. Nov 30 
at? at the Royal Hotel, Market place, Kettering. Shoosmith, New- 


land 
Cooper, George, Darlington, Draper. Dec 3 at 12 at the Station 
Hotel, Took’ Sheaveleen vad Meck, Darlington 
Coxon, Joseph, West Hartlepool, Joiner. Nov 29 at 3 at offices cf 
Simpson, Church st, West Hert'epool 
Crabb, Abraham, Ex e buildings, Cutler st, Houndsditch, General 
Dealer. Dec Sat 3 at offices of Green, Queen st 
Craggs, William, jun, Witton Gilbert, Dorham, Grocer. Dec 2 at 11 
at 40, Saddier st, Durham, Chambers 
8, Alfred John, Medway rd. Noith Bow, Merchant. Deo 2 at 3 at 
of McLachlan, Metropolitan chambers, Broad st 
Davies, Daniel, Peny darren, Glamorgan, Blocklayer. Nov 27 at 11 at 
Offices of Lewis, Glebeland st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Davies, Henry, Beavfort, Brecon, Publican. Nov 29 at3 at offices of 
Browne, Market Coane a Re CaS” 
Richard, Bishopston, Bristol, Comm m. Agent. v 
12 at'offices of Meeres, Nicholas st, B 
» Edwin Henry, Newport, Mon, Butcher. Dec 2 at 12 at offices of 


Densley, William, Northgate, Somerset, Baker. Dee 2 at 2 at offices of 
the Bristol and West of England Merchaats’ Association. Salmon, 


Dixon, John, ae File Manufacturer. Nov 23 at 12 at offices of 


Pierson, Queen st, 

Doe, Thomas, Camberwe!l New rd, of no business, Nov 29 at 3 at 1 
Trinity sq, Southwark 

Ellis, Edward, Liverpool, Horse Dealer. Nov 30 at 11 at offices of 
Fowler, Cable st, Liverpool 

Ellis, John, Liverpool, Veterinary Sargeon. Dec4at 3 at offices of 
Gibson and Co, South John st, Liverpool, Foster and Son, Liverpoo’, 

Edwards, John Edward, Lisson grove, Assistant toa Silk Agent. Dec 
28 at 3 at 37, Bedford row. Marshall 

Everton, John, Leicester, Painter. Dee 6 at 3 at offices of Wright and 
Hincks, Belvoir st, Leicester 


Ferry, George, Bedlington, Northumberland, Draper’s Assistant. 
Nov * at 11.30 at offices of Busb, St Nicholas buildings, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 

Fitzbugh, Samuel, Coalville, Leicester, Builder, Dee 2 at 12 at offices 
—— Selbourne buildings, Millston lane, Leicester. Preston, 

nekley 

Fletcher, Frederic William, and William Seymour Selby Lowndes, 
Great George st, Westminster, Engineers. Nov 29 at 2 at the Inns 
< = Hotel, Lincoln’s mn fields. Herbert and Kent, Grace- 
church st 

Ford, Thomas Paul, Great Yarmouth, Painter. Dec 6 at 11 at offices 
of Stone, jan, Regent st, Great Yarmouth 

Forrest, James Parkinson, Blackburn, Cotton Spinner. Dee 4 at 4 at 
the Old Bull Hotel, Blackburn. Robioson and Scn:, Blackburn 

Foster, Charles Croydon, She'tield, Grocer, Dec 2 at 3 at olfices of 
Binns, Fig Tree lane, Sheffi-ld 

French, Alfred, Over Wallop, Hants, Butcher. Nov 27 at tl atthe 
Grosvenor Hotel, Stockbridge. Shutte, Sou:hampton 

Friend, Robert, Wenhaston, Suffolx, Farmer. Dec 6 at 1 at the Aagel 
Hotel, Halesworth. Pollard, Ipswich 

Gilbank, John, Raskelf, York, Farmer. Dec 3 at 2 at offices of James, 
Lendal, York 

Graham, Th-mas, Leeds, Tailor. Dec 2 at 3 at th: Black Lion Hotel, 
Mill bill, Leeds 

Griffiths, John, Blackwells, Aberavon, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 28 at3 
at of offices Tennant ani Jones, Ane: avon 

Haley, John, Batley Carr, York, Waste Dealer. Dec 3 at 10.30 at 
offices of Ridgway and Ridgway, Union st, Dewsbury 

Hallam, Reuben, Sheffield, File Manufacturer. Dec 2 at 11 at offices 
of Mellor, Queen ¢t, Sheffield 

Semest, James, Ipswich, Fruiterer. Dee 2 at 2 at offices of Mills, Elm 


st, Ipswich 
Hardinge, Henry David, and George Ketchell, Heckm ndwike, York, 
General House Furnishers. Nov 29 at 3 at the Scarborough Hotel, 


Dewsbury. Singleton, Bradford 
Hargreaves, Richard, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Dec 4 at 12 at 
offices of Erty, Lord st, Liverpool 


Harris, Thomas Henry George, Satton, Surrey, Dairyman. Nov 26 at 
8 at offices of Bradford and Here, Oli Broad st 
Hart, Benjamin, Lye, Worcester, and Daniel Chance, Stourbridge, 
ohn Nov 29 at 2.30 at offices of Homer, High at, 
rierley 


Harward, Matthew, Maricliff, Warwick, Farmer. Nov 27 at 1! at 

offices of New and Co, Bridge st, Evesham 
. Joseph, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Dec 2 

at 2 at offices of Massey, Hardshaw st, St Helen’s 

Hayes, William, Cutthorpe, ore es Dealer. Dee 6 at 3 at 
offices of Gee, High st, Chester 

Heald, Joshua, Leeds, Marine Store Dealer. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of 
Pull Bond st, Leeds 


Henley, Alexander James, Derby, Silk Throwster. Dac 5 at 3 at offices 
of Moody, Corn Market, Derby 

Hewett, Rev John William, Merton rd, Hamostead. Nov 23 at 12 at 
offices of Taylor and Co, Great Jumes st, Bedford row 

Hodgkirs, Ts pton, Brass k Manofacturer. Nov 29 

= ¢ffices of Willeock, Queen's chambers, North st, Wolver- 

pton 

Hoaben, Thomas, Sheerness, Licensed Victualler. Nov 28 st 3 at the 
Bull Hotel, Sittingbourne. Shakespear, Cnancery lane 

Hogg, Thomas, Sjaines rd, Sunbury, Builder. Dec 3 at 11 at 3, Tavi- 
stock st, Strand. Jenkins 

Holiand, Herbert, Tunstall, Beerseller. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Aleeck, 


Hough, Robert John, Dewsbury, Contractor. Dec 2 at 2.30 at offices 
of Carter, Union st, Dewsbury. Waits and Son, bary 

Hoult, Edward, Whitstable, Draper. Dec 2 at 3 at the Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st. Sankey and Co, Canterbury 

Hudson, John de Carlie, Leamiagton, Draper Nov 27 at 2 at 145, 
Cheapside. Smith ard Co, Bread st, Cheapside 

t, Thomas, Winson green, nr Birniegham, Fruiterer. Nov 29 at 

0.15 at offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 

Hutchinson, James Arthur, Lawrence lane, Lace Agent. Nov 29 at 3 
at offices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Cooper, Chancery lane 

Hy de, John Abel, Heaton Norris, Lancashire, Builders’ Merchant. Dec 
2 at 3 at offices of Newton, Bank chambers, Market place, St-ekpors 

Jackson, William, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Mets! Broker. Dec 2 at 2 
at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcas‘le-upon-Tyne 

Jones, John Thomas, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Chemist. Nov 29 at 
2 at the Swan Hotel, Haverfordwest. Parry, Clement's ian, Strand 

Kaufman, Levy, West Hartlepool, Furnitare Deaier. Dec 2 at 11 at 
offices of Teale, Albert rd, Midd'esborough 

Knight, George Charles, Frederick Johnson Knig*t, acd Henry Darley 
Hill, Philpot lane, Merchants. Dee 4 at3 at offices of Cooper and Oo, 
George st, Mansion house, Hol’ams ap? Co, Mincing lane 

Latte, i st, Edgware rd, Dealer in Pictures. Dec 7 at 
1 at offices of Sampson, Marylebone rd . 

Leach, James, Roc oo Maker. Dec 2 at 3 at! offices of 


Lee, Charles, York, Joiner, Der 3at3 at the Commercial 
Hote1, Albion st, Leeds. 





arr and Wade, Dock st, Newport 


Leek Nottingham. Plumber. Dse 4 at 12 at offices 
of Brittle, St Peter's chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 
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Lees, William, Bradford, Groser. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of Lambert, 
Princess st, Manchester 

Leltwicn, Christiania, Malmesbury rd, Bow, Cheesemonger. Nov 29 
at! at 4, Arthur st east. May and Co, Adelaide place, London 


bridge 

Lewis, Thcmas Howell, Bi on, Mo th, Grocer. Dec 4 at 12 
at offic2s of Hodgens, Tiverton place, Abergavenny 

Lewis, William, Cardiff, Grocer. Nov 28 a: 12,30 at offices of Morgan 
and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Lodge, Jabez, Normanton, Shopkeeper. Nov 29 at 11 at offices of 
Lake, Sou .hgate, Wakefield 

Lythgoe, Thomas William, Heywood, Lancashire, Lath Maker. Dee 9 
at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Ca yard, Manchester. Sims, Man- 
chester 

Marcus, Samuel, South Shields, Wholesa'e Slipp:r Manufacturer. Dec 
6 at 12 at offices of Wawn, Barrington st, South Shields 

Maraden, John, Thornhill, York, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Nov 
29 ~ 11 at the Scarborough Hotel, Dewsbury. Sykes, Heckmond- 
wike 

Marson, John, sen, and John Marson, jun, Lilbourne, Northampton, 
Fa:mers. Nov 25 at 8 at the George Hotel, Rugby. Gledhill, Rugby 

Maynell, James Harris, Dalyell ra, Brixton, out 0: business. 12 
at 3 at 269, High Holborn. Lewis and Lewis, Ely place Holborn 

Mead. Arthur, Oakley rd, Whetstone, Grocer. Dec 2at3 at 4, Arthur 
st, East. Air), Eastcheap 

Melling, Arthur, Ashton, Lancashire, Joiner. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of 
Blackburst, Preston 

Mills, Albert, Heywood, Lancashire, Joimer. Dee 5at 3 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Lawton, Manchester 

Mills, Henry Broome, Lordship terrace, Battersea rise, Engineer’s 
Agent. Dec 2 at 2 at offices of Carter and Clay, Queen st, Cheap- 
side. Tiddeman 

Muske't, Frederick Thomas, Deptford, Kent, Dealer in China. Dec 5 
at 3 at offices of Tayior and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury sq 

Newcombe, Thomas. Birmingham, Baker. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of Duke, 
Tempe row, Birmingham 

Nicks, Edwin, Turk’s terrac®, Battersea, Grocer. Nov 28 at } at 
4, Arthur st East. May and Co, Adelaide plac>, London Bridge 


Otw y, Wilism Alexander, Dunstable, Straw Hat Manuractarer. Nov 
23 at 3 at the Sugar Loaflnn, Dunstable. Geaussent, Bishopsgate st, 
without 

Parkes, Daniel, Tipton, Worcester, Fruiterer. Dec 5 at 3 at offices of 
Willcock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 

Patrick, Juhn, jun, Charlotteville, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Dec 2 
at 2 at the County and Borough Halls, North st, Guildford. White, 
Guildford 

Percival, Theodore Henry, Talbot rd, Bayswater, Wine Merchant, 
Noy 29 at 3 at offices of Linklater and Co, Wa'brook, in the place of 
the mee:ing summoned to be held on the 21st 

Phipps, Alfred James, Golborne rd, Westbourne pt Watchmaker, 
Dec 2 at 12 at cffices of Sampson, Marylebone r 

Pilgrim, James, Hickling, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Noy 30 at 3 at offices 
of Stanley, Bank Piain, Norwich 

Plant, Henry Lievsly, Birmingham, Grocer. Dec6 at 3 at offices of 
Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Pratt, John, Oxford, Baker’s Manager. Dec7 at 11.30 at the Mitre 
Hotel, High st, Oxford. Mallam, Oxford 

Pratt, Richard Anthony, Lupus st, Pimlico, Corn Chandler, Nov 28 at 
12 at offices of Izard and Betts, Eastcheap. May and Co, Batten 

Price, Martha, Bury, Lancashire, Miliiner. Dec 2 at 3 at 104, King si, 
Manchester. Grundy and Co 

Richarés, Thomas Richard, Bridgwatzr, Coal Merchant. Dec 2 at 11 
at offices of Boulting, York bu idings, Bridgwater 

Roberte, Thomas, East Todrington, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 2at 12 at 
offices of Tweed and Stephen, Saltergate, Li-coin 

Robinson, Anthony, Birmingham, Tvol Forger. Dec 3 at 3 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Bi:smingham 

Rose, Charles, Plymouth, Fruiterer. Dec 2 at 10,30 at offices of Curteis, 
St George’s Hail, East S:onehouse 

Ru:sell, Richard, Barrow-in-Furness, Ear:henware Dealer. Dee 3 at ll 
at 17, Suard, Barrow-in-Fuiness. Taylor, Barrow-in-Furness 

Savage, Edward, Landi » Montg y, Lime Dealer. Dec 4 at 12 
at offices of Jones, Severn st, Welchpool 

Shepherd, Robert, East Budleigh, Devon, Bread Baker. Nov 30 at 10 
at offices of Southcott, Pust Office st, Bedford circus, Exeter. Adams, 
Exmouth 

Sly, Edwin, Honi'on, Devon, Carpenter. Nov 30 at 11 at offices of 
Fryer, Gandy st, Exeter 

Smait, John Gregory, Lozell*, Aston-juxta-Birminghim, Manager. 
Nov 29 at 10.30 at otfces of Reoves, Paradise st, Birmingham 

Smith, Gecrge, Birmingham, Fishnonger. Dec 2 at 11 at offices of 
Perr, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Smith, George Zooch, Lozeils, Warwick, Commission Agent. Dec 2 
at 8 at offices of Fitter, Benneti’s hill, Birmingham 

Smith, Michael, and Jonathan Edward Smith, Leicester, Butchers. 
Dec 2 at 12 at offices of Fowler and Oo, Grey Friars chambers, Friar 
lene. Leivester 

Spalding, Elizabeth, Birminghom, Greengrocer. Nov 29 at 3 at offices 
of Parry, Benneti’s hill, Birmingham 

Stott, Aun, Brigga’e, Leeds, Basket Maker. Nov 29 at 3 at offices 

on “¢-- rg tbe Albion st, Leeds 
omas, av liane, Lignelly, Carmarthen, Grocer, Dec 3 at 12 
at the Grand Hotel, Brisiol. Home, Lianelly 
» Dec 6 at 3 at offices 


iw on, E) jab, New Ciee, Lincoln, Jeweller, 

of Watts, Cleethorpe rd, Great Grimsby 

Tullis, James Alexander, Blackburn, Contractor, Nov 29 at 3 at offices 
of Back bouse, 8t Jubu’s piece, Blackburn 

Vacd m, Albert Dresden, Kigin crescent, Notting hil!, Author. Dec 


3 at 5 at cffices of Montaga and Co, Gray's inn 
Wate, Edward, Biackfsiars rd, Bak. 








aq 
er, Dee 11 at 3 at offices of Young 
Thempwn, Great James st, ro 


w 

Waiow right, William, Dewsbury, Farniture Dealer. Dec 2 at 2,30 at 
offers of Carter, Ucion st, Dewsbury, Watts and Son, Dewsbury : 

Wensley, Henry, Ganrobert st, Bethnal Green rd, Trimming Manufac~ 
tuser, Dee 4 at 3 at offices of Lewis, Ohancerg 


lane. 
Dec onus at offices 


$< 

Wevell, John, Ferris rd, Peckham Rye, Builder. Nov 27 at 3 at offices 
of Rubinstein, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Whitaker, Frederick, Halifax, Commission Agent. Nov 28 at 3 at 
offices of Jubb, Harisison rd, Halifax 

Whittaker, Thoma:, Deansgate, Manchester, Packing Material Dealer 
Dec 2 at 3 at offices of Hampson, King st, Manchester f 

Wicks, Edward Joseph, Somerford terrac2, Tottenham, Lighterman, 
Lote hy 2 at the Angel Hotel, Edmonton, Baker and Co, Lineoly 
inn 3 

Williams, George, Cheadle, Cheshire, Draper. Dac 2 at 3 at offic.s of 
Heath and Son, Swan st, Manchester 
interbottom, JamesyChadderton, Lancashire, Mechanic. Dac 6at3 
we va Black Swan Hote!, Yorkshire st, Oldham. Clemmet, Mag. 


ester 
Withers, Samuel Minter, Y rk rd, Wandsworth, Grocer. Nov 29 gt 
3 at offices ot Coxwe'l, Martin’s lane, Caunon st 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. ; 
The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 











Invalids aad Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEeapay 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer chocolate is pro 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Will be glad to forward his new Pampblet gratis an‘ post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


Restpents ABroaAp who are prevented visiting a qualified dentist 
can be treated on advantageous terms. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE oes MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY E CLERGY GOWNS, & 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


Second Edition, revised and enlarged, price 15s, 


FOOD AND DIETETICS 


Physiologically and Therapeutically considerad. By W. F. Pavt, 
M.D., F.R.8., Physicianto, and Lecturer on tha Practice of Medicine 
at, Guy's Hospital, 

‘A standard work of reference.””’—“ Lancet.’ “ A book of first- 
rate merit.’’—" Practitioner.” Very ful! and exbaustive through- 
out.’’— Spectator.” “A work with which every educated man ought: 
to make himself familiar.’’—'* Chemicsl News.” 


J.& A, Cavacattt, and Simpxin, Mausmaut, & Co, 














Now ready, price 5s., cloth, 


HE EPPING FOREST ACT, 1878. With an 
Introduction, Notes, and an Index. By ROBERT HUNTER, 
M.A., & Solicitor of the 8upreme Court. 
London : Davis & Son, 57, Oarey-atreet, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 





CA LISTS and all other OFFIOIAL PUB. 
LICATIONS for the CHANCERY, COMMON LAW, PROBATE 
and ADMIRALTY DIVISIONS are supplie’ to Sabseribers at £2 2s.. 





West, J bo, High st Marylebone, Che 
ot Cooper and Cars, Portman st, Portman sq 


per Annum,—Publishing Office, 1, Warwick-court, Holborn (opposite 
Chancery-lane). 


beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
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SMITH, STARLEY, & CO. 


(LIMITED). 
CAPITAL, £60,000 IN 6,000 SHARES OF £10 EACH. 


f £6,000 First Charge 8 per Cent. Debenture Bonds, in 120 
ame of £50 each (one-fiith of which are subscribed for by the 


Directors). 
£20 v2 Bond payable on ng OO and £30 on allotment. 
Dmecrors—OCaptain John wson, Junior United Service Club, 
London ; Messrs. Alfred Haynes, Westall Villa, Leamington ; H. 
Barker Rathbone (Director of the Louth a nd: Lincoln Railway, and of 
the Anglo-Belgian Bank), Newbo'd, Rugby ; G. Raynbird (ae bird 
and Sors), Basingstoke and Coventry; and Borthwic mith, 
M.R.A.C. (Managing Director of the Coventry Watch Company, 
Limited), Coventry ; with power to add to their number. 
BankERS—The Metropolitan Bank, Cornhill, J.ondon, E.0. 
Sonicrrons—Messrs. Blake and Weall, 22, Surrey-street, Strand, 





.C. 
_ as E. T. Pierson, A.S.A.E., Government Anditor, 
ventry. 
Cee rocen-SUPERINTENDEWS— Mr. James aie, F.8.A., Coventry. 
SxcazTARY—Mr. Arthur Kelsey, Offices and Factory, Trafalgar 


Works, Coventry. 
ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 

This company was formed \a:t year for acquiring and extending the 
valuable and well-established business of Mesers. Smith and Starley, 
Mechanical Engineers, of Coventry and Leeds, together with the 
whole of the plant, machinery, stock-in-trade, ard several Royal 
Letters patent appertaining to the business on the 3lst July, 1877. 

The consideration paid for the bosiness was an allotment only of 
1,0¢0 Fully Pa‘d-up Shares of the Company ; the Vendors, however, 
yeserviog right to realize by tran-fer of part of the Shares before a 
further Share Issue by the Company was authorized. 

The reputation of Smith-Starley manofactures is now world- 
wide, and besides former award~, their superior merit has now been 
certified by the award at Paris Exhibition of the SILVER MEDAL 
AND HONOURABLE MENTION FOR SEWING MACHINES AND 
BICYCLES, being the higheet award to any English manufacturer ec- 
hibiting in the same departmen's. These successes and the growing 
popularity of the Company’s manufactures have largely increased the 
demand for the same, and have itated an i of the work- 
ing capital of the Company, for which the business will afford most 
profitable employment, 

The Company’s Audited Balance Sheet of Ist January last, which 
represents approximately its present financial status, showed the 
amount of valued assets and unealied capital subscribed to bs 
£10,467 18. 7d. over and above the amount of a'l liabilities and forma- 
tion costs, indicating most ample security available to the holders of 





AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS, 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. 


This new Ink supplies the demand continuil'y made bat never 
before met, for a Red Ink which is pxinjured by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red 
colour,if used with other than Gold or Qail! Pens. This new colour 
isa very rich scariet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink is 
not affected by use upon parch t, and is quently of great 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 23.,3s.; and Imperial Quarts of 
40 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and Is. each. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 














The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Com- 
pinie3 Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 
Scationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet 


street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


N ILNERS’ SAFES toe Deeds, from £4 8s. to 
11 Lis. 


M ILNERS’ SAFES for Jewellery, from £7 10s. to 
M ILNERS’ SAFES for Plate, from £19 5s. to £90. 


JY NEES: SAFES for Books and Documents, 
from £8 lés. to £93 10s. 


M ERS: SAFES ie Lawyers, from £8 16s. to 
65 10s. 





























the Company’s Dedenture Bonds, besides which the subscribed t 
of Bonds will byso much more increase the value of the Company’s 
estate, and of the Bondholders’ own s-curity. 

The Bonds of £50 each are issued “to bearer” for four years, 
redeemable at two years by notice either from the Company or from 
” = gma ani the interest is payable quarterly by 16 coapons 
of £1 each. 

Prospectuses and fofms of application for Debenture Bonds, and also 
copies of the Compary’s Balance Sheet, and of Reports of the Directors, 
and of Frederick Warwick, Esq., Public Auditor, of 26, Bucklersbury, 
E.0., will be forwarded post free on application to the solicitors in 
London, or to the Secretary at the office: of the Company in Coventry, 
where also the contract netween the Vendors and the Company and 
the Articles of Association muy be inspected. 


SMITH, STARLEY & CO. (LIMITED). 
Notice ishereby given that the Subscription List for 8 per Cent. 
Debenture Bonds will close on the 26th November, 1878. 
ARTHUR KELSEY, Secretary. 


ETROPOLITAN LAND and HOUSE OOM- 

PANY (Limited).—Capita! £500,000.—FIRST ISSUE, at par, 

of £100,000, in sharesof £10 exch. Payable £2 10s. on allotment, re- 

mainder by instalments of £2 10s. each at four, eight, and twelve 
months from date of allotment. 

Solicitors—Messrs, Lewis, Munna, and Loneden, 8, Old Jewry. 
Bankers—Messrs. Barclay, Bevan, and Co, 54, Lombard-street. 
Secretary—Richard John Palmer. 

Offices—M ansion Honse-chambers, 11, Queen Victoria-street. 

The main object of this company is to purchase productive and im- 
proving house property in the metropolis. To persons possessing 
small capital an investment in this comnany holds out a prospect of 
an income less fluctuating than they would realise as landlords of 
individual houses, lows of income from the same remaining unlet, 
and heavy expenses for repairs being avoided. 

Nopromotion money has been or will be paid. 
information on application to the Secretary. 


ETROPOLITAN LAND and HOUSE COM. 
iv Bet (Limited).—Infiuential AGENTS REQUIRED.— Apply to 








Prospectuse s and all 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No, 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
B direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special ine 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
sapport.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forme for adveretise 
ment and file of ‘‘ London Gasatte " kent, By avvointment. 


ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 





su ing all others.—Prise Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1807. Gold from 16 1bs,; Bilver from £6 63-17, Cornhill; 290, 
Regont-street; 76, ; 





M ILNERS’ SAFES for Jewellers, from £13s. 4s. 
to £246 2s. 6d. 


MM ELNERS’ Sara oe Bankers, from £33 11s. to 
502 10s. 
ILNERS’ SAFE COMPANY (Limited), Liver- 


2 pool, London: Milners’-buildings (opposite Moorgate-stree 
Station), City, E.C. Manchester: 23, Machen cess. P 


BR2AND AND CO’S OWN SAUCE. 
Gours, PRESERVED PROVISIONS 
POTTED MEATS and YORK and GAME PIES 
HSs2NCE OF BEEF, BEEF TEA, 
([URTLE SOUP, AND JELLY, and other 
QPECIALITIES for INVALIDS. 
































CAUTION:—BEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 
Sole Address : 
11, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, W. 


| Femmens COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


A SLIGHT ADDITION OF THE EXTRACT GIVES GREAT 
STRENGTH AND FLAVOUR TO sOUPS, MADE DISHES, 
AND SAUCES, AND EFFECTS GREAT ECONOMY. 


IRBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


Caution.—Genuine only with facsmile of Baron Liebig’s signa- 
ture in blue ink caross label. 


= COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


Tn use in most b holds throughout the Kingdom. 


I pebia COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


Gord MEDAL again awarded to PRICES. 
PATENT CANDLE COMPANY, Limited, in the PARIS EX4I- 
RITION of 1878.. The Company recommend their GOLD MEDAL 
PALMITINECANDLFS and BSST COMPOSITE CANDLES, their 
NEW PATENT NIGHT LIGHTS for bertaa agiass without the 

+ nie CHILD'S NIGHT LIGHTS, and their pure 
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TO SOLICITORS. 
HE METROPOLITAN BOARD OF WORKS 
is sbout- to appoint an ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT in the 
CONVEYANCING BRANCH of the SOLICITOR’S DEPARTMENT of 
the BOARD. The Gentkman to be appointed must be an admitted 
Solicitor, having a thorough knowledge of Real Property Law, and the 
Practice of Conveyancing generally, and must for some years have 
‘occupied a respunsible position (either as Principal or Clerk) iu 
London, and have had the conduct without supervision, or with slight 
‘supervision, of a Conveyancing business of some size. The sa 
attached to the office will be £350 year. Applications for the ap- 
pointment must be by letter, and must contain full particulars of 
age, qualifications, and experience. They must also be accompanied 
by testimonia's as to character, business — ry" and other qualifi- 
cations. Applications must be addressed to Tn & CLERK OF THB Met- 
OPOLITAN BoaRD OF Works, Spring Gardens, London, 8.W., not later 
than Thursday, the 5th of December next. No person under 30 or 
“over 50 years of age will be eligible. 
J. E, WAKEFIELD, 


Spring Gardens, $.W 
Nov. 20, 1878. Clerk of the Board. 


UTTON-IN-ASHFIELD LOCAL BOARD. 


The Local Boari for the District of Sutton-in-Ashfie!d, in the County 
of Nottingham, are prerared to take up loans of money to the amount 
of £20,000, secured by Debenture: on the revenue of their Gas 
Undertaking, and the General District Rates of their said District, in 
sums of not less than 250, repayable either by twelve months’ notice, 
or at the expiration of a term of years, as may be arranged. 

The amounts will be secured by Debentures issued by the Lo cal 
Board under the authority of their Gas Act. 

The rate of interest will be £4 per cent., payable half-yearly, on the 
30th day of June, and the 31st day of December. 

Further information may be obtained from, and all applications must 
‘be addressed to, the Clerk to the Board, at his offices, St. Peter’s 
Chur: h-walk, Nottingham. 

Dated this 13th day of November, 1878. 

By Order, 





D, W. HEATH, 
Clerk to the Local Board. 


BOROUGH OF BIRMINGHAM. 
[He Corporation is prepared to ACCEPT LOANS 
of £100 and upwards, on security of the Local Rates, at £34 per 

cent., repayable at any time on six months’ notice; or for periods of 
from three, four, or five years at £4 per cent. per annum, The Interest 
payable half-yearly. 

Offers of Loans to be addressed to 

WILLIAM R. HUGHES, Treasurer, 
Treasurer’s Department, 23, Union-street, 
6th September, 1878. 


EEDS CORPORATION CONSOLIDATED 
FOUR PER CENT. DEBENTURE STOCK.—Applications are 
invited for investa ent in the above security.—Full particulars may be 
obtained from Messrs, Freperick Bansuay & Sons, Bartholomew- 
jane, London ; or Mr. Wa. Derry, Borough Accountant, Leeds. 








3 
teow STANDARD LIFE ASSURANOE CO 
PANY.—Established 1825. ? 
SPECIAL NOTICE.—DIVISION OF PROFITS. 

The Company’s business year wil! shortly close, and to secure tha 
advantage of this year's entry to the Profit Scheme, proposals shoulj 
be lodged with the Company as early. as possible. 

The TENTH Division of Profits will take place in 1880, and all who 
take out Policies during the present year will rank for three year’ 
profits on that occasion. 

For the very LIBERAL OONDITIONS of the Standard Policy ggg 
Prospectus, which may be had on application. 

AMOUNT OF ASSURANOES. 

Accepted during the last five yerrs.......... £6,327,788 
Subsisting Assurances... i 
Revenue upwards of . 
Assets upwards Of......ccsecesseeces 

H. JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England, 

Edinburgh and 5, George-streeb (Head Office). 
London—82, King William-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, 
Dublin—66, Upper Sackville~street. 


ORTHERN COUNTIES OF ENGLAND FIRE 
INSURANOE OOMPANY (LIMITED). 
Head Office: Fennell-street, Manchester. 
CarrtaL—ONE MILLION STERLING. 










PAID-UP and INVESTED- += = «+ = £230,000 
Being the second largest Paid-up Capital of any Company in the, 
Kingdom purely devoted to fire business. 7B 
ANNUALINOOME upwardsof - - = «+ £100,000 


Compary,is in no way bound by the fixed rates of the Tariff Companies, 
but rates each risk oa its own individual merits, giving every eon 
sideration to superiority in constraction and management, and makiag 
@ liberal allowance for fire-extinguishing appliances. oH 
Surveys made and Rates quoted Free of Charge. “ 
Special terms allowed to Solicitors for the introduction of Business| 





4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, OChancery-lane, London, W.C, 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. 

Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. Pempenron, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions. 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent, 
Pi » Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 





AW EXAMINATIONS.—Preparations for Pre- 
liminary, Intermediate, and Final Solicitors’, London University. 
Matriculation, Arts, snd Law Degrees, either by Olass, Private Lessons, 
$ eee amend og S. Bowen, 4, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, 





AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Atserr Sr. Pavt 

{ M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for theirPreliminary, 

Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11. Staple-inn, London, W.C. 


RELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATH, and FINAL 
EXAMINATIONS for SOLICITORS.—The Author of severa 

well-known works, who has passed upwards of one thousand pupila 
during the last ten years, many of whom have taken High Honours, 
including the Clifford's Inn Prize, PREPARES CANDIDATES, how- 
ever defective their knowledge may be, very speedily. Reference to 
Judges, Queen’s Ccunsel, Fellows of the Royal Society, Members of 
the Council of the Law Society, and past and present pupils.— 
Address, TEMPLAR, care of Messrs, Butterworth, 7, Fleet-street, her 
Majesty’s Law Publishers, 


R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, CLIFFORD’S. 
INN PRIZEMAN, Winner of the Law Society’s ONLY 
SCHOLARSHIP, and CONVEYANCING GOLD MEDALLIST, 1876, 
reads with Gentiemen for the PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and 
FINAL. Private Pupils. Honour Class taken separately. 
Students prepared through the post. 
1, Mirre Covat Buiipines, Kine’s Bexcn Wark, Temrte, E.C, 


HE LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL, edited by 
JOHN INDERMAUR. 


This new Journal for Law Students wili be published Ist January, 
1879, and continued monthly. Price 6d, Annual subscription 6s. post 
free. It will deal generally with subjects affecting Students for both 
branches of the profession, contain answers to Examination Questions, 
Articles, Esssys, &c. Particulars ef the scope and objects of the 
publication, ecale of charges for advertisements, &c,, sent post free on 
application. All communications to be addreased to the Eprror, Office 
Fo Law Students’ Journal, 16, Cursitor-street, Chancery-lane, 

on. 











Prospect 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on. application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


TINHE REVERSION PURCHASE COMPANY 
- (Limited), 35, Queen Victoria-street, London, invites subscrip- 
tions for the unallotted Shares of the first issue at par. The earnings 
of the Company are equivalent to a dividend at 8 per cent. per annum, 
Full particulars can be had on application to 
JOHN LOBD, Manager. 
LOANS granted upon Reversions of Life Interests payable over 8 


term ot years. 
‘Pas AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
ore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 
Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 
Deposits received for fixed periods on the following te: viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal, 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 
Bixts issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 
Sates AND Purcuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
= India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
en. 
Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized. 
Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. . THOMSON, Chairmap 


ANTED, by Man and Wife, care of Offices or 
Chambers. Wife very good Cook and Housek: . Haus- 

band employed during the day. Would sleep on the ome Own 

furniture if required. Ages 40 and 36. No family. Good 

and references.—B. W., 104, Stamford-street, Blackfriars. 














NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRAOTS 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO, Briefs. 
@NE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. “ 
Hoover & Sons, 69, Ludgate-hill. 


FFICES to be’ LET, with Fire Proof Rooms 

SAVOY HOUSE, approach to the Embankment, fitted with 
every convenience, suitable for Solicitors, Architects, a (Ty to 
Mr. Keyesit, 37, Essex-street, Strand; Gso, Regs, 115, Strand, 
nearly opposite Exeter Hall. 








The Northern Counties of England, being essentially a Non-Tariff: 


JAMES E. CRABTREE, General Manager, | 
AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
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